M R. J. G. FITZGERALD (DISMISSAL OF). 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 31 May 1886 -,—for. 



COPY “ of all Papebs and Minutes of the Board connected with the Dis- 
missal of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, formerly District Inspector of National 
Schools, with the Names of the Commissioners present on each occasion when 
the Case was under consideration.” 



Office of National Education, Dublin, 1 JOHN E. SHERI DA N, 

12 June 1886. J Secretary. 



COPY of all Papers and Minutes of the Board connected with the Dis- 
missal of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, formerly District Inspector of National 
Schools, with the Names of the Commissioners present on each occasion when 
the Case was under consideration. 



(L. 468—78.) 

Ferrybank Female and Infant Applicant Schools. — 49. 



g* r 28 November 1878. 

I have to request that you will explain why you have encircled the numbers entered m 
your Journal (enclosed) for week ended 16th instant, as found present in the Ferrybank 
Applicant Schools, and also why you posted 2J miles to these schools, charging 5 s. 6 d., 
seeing that they can be reached at a trifling expenditure of tune and money by merely 
crossing the river by the ferry-boat. 

You will also be good enough to state -whether you hare heard as yet from the Trustees 
of the Kilculliheen Schools. 

You will please furnish an immediate reply on these points and return the enclosed 



Journal. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., 
District Inspector, Waterford. 



I am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan , 

Secretary, 



33— Sees. 2. 
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PAPERS RELATING TO THE 



(Copy of Journal enclosed with preceding Letter.) 



Commissioners op National Education, Ireland. 



Mr. J G. Fitzgerald (Official Centre), Waterford. 



District No. 49. 



District Inspector’s Journal for the week ended Saturday, the 16th November 1878. 



§ g In every instance 
gj g the place from Coach Charges Post, Charges 2 Charges 

■h* which the journey Car, '3 

° charged for began Railway, for for S for 



I g K I should be specified. I 



ITru veiling.! g Travelling.! 5 — £ 



I. 0. Copied, 
Compared, 



I certify that the above account is just and true. 

J- G. Fitzgerald. 

Date, 16th day of November 1878. 
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CASE OF ME. FITZGEEALD. 



Journal for the Week ending 16th day of November 1878. 

District No. 49. 

Eeceived in Office, day of November 187 

1. * Total Number of National Schools in District, viz. — Ordinary day (108), 

Evening ^ ), Model (3) - -- -- -- -- - 

*Of this Total, how many are Building or Closed? 

2. Number of Schools examined for Eesults for current Eesults year (from 

1st March 1878 to 28th February 1879): (a) by District Inspector (75), (£) By 
Head or Assistant Inspector (2) --------- 

3. Number of Eesults Examinations still to be held (excluding inoperative or 

ineligible Schools) - -- -- -- -- -- - 

4. Number of Schools Examined for Secondary Form of Eeport from 1st March to the 

close of this week ------------ 

5. Schools visited incidentally since 1st March, Once only (66), Twice only (20), more 

than twice ( — — ) - -- -- -- -- -- - 



Totals. 



Time spent in 
examination of each 
School visited. 



I. Date 

II. Place of 
Residence each 
Night. 



transacted other 

Inspection of 
Schools. 



Schools Visited. 



I. Sunday, 
10 



I. Monday, 



7139 



Kilculhibeen, M. 



I. Tuesday, 



Ferrybank, F. 



I. Wednesday, 



I. Thursday, 



Reports retained until I shall have heard 
from Trustees. 



Preparing- Re- 
ports and 
Journal. 



I. Saturday, 



Correspondence. 



16th day of November 1878. 



n Incidental 
that column 



ity, or other matter requiring notice (such 
f Class of Report, and furnish an Incidenta 

r is to include for Results Inspections only pupils actually examined for Results. 'J 

‘Cified and a satisfactory reason assigned on this bill in every case when a report is detained. 
Inspector should specify the nature of the indoor work done. When another day in addition 
mt in different weeks. „ , , 

(-Checked with Calendar, 

I.O'(Checked with Eeports Eegister, 



Duplicate com] 
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PAPERS RELATING TO THE 



Enclosure. 

(L 28, November.— 49.) 

Gentlemen, Waterford, 29 November 1878. 

In reply to your letter of 28th instant, I beg to state that I encircled the (1) numbers 
entered upon my Journal (returned) for week ended 16th instant, because the pupils 
were found present at the Kilculliheen National Schools, from which it is proposed to 
withdraw them, to attend at the Ferrybank Applicant Schools, at which at present 
there are no scholars in attendance. 

(2.) I posted on this day, as I was suffering from a severe cold and also from diarrhoea, 
and did not feel it safe to sit with wet feet for five hours, the day being cold and wet. 

(3.) I beg also to state that I have not, as yet, heard from the Trustees of the 
Kilculliheen National Schools. 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, 

The Secretaries. District Inspector. 



(L 136—78. D. 49.) 

Ferrybank Applicant Schools, 

Sir, Education Office, 3 December 1878. 

Referring to your letter of the 29th ultimo, I have to request that you will explain 
how it was necessary for you to spend four hours at the Ferrybank Applicant Schools, 
on the 12th of November, as it now appears there were no pupils in attendance there. 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., John E. Sheridan, 

District Inspector, Waterford. Secretary. 



(L 3. 12. 78,-49.) 

Ferrybank Applicant Schools, 

Gentlemen, _ Waterford, 4 December 1878. 

In reply to your letter of 3rd instant, requesting that I would explain “ how it 
was necessary for me to spend four hours at the Fen-ybank Applicant Schools, on the 
12th November, as it now appears that there were no pupils in attendance,” I have to 
state that I was required to answer specifically on (two) forms of reports 164 questions 
obtained from the manager. I had to obtain the measurement of the houses and rooms 
to- take sketches of what maybe considered denominational emblems; to take from the 
books of a school, from which it is sought to withdraw the scholars, the averages in 
attendance, distinguishing infants from others ; to hold a conference with one of the 
Trustees, who expressed his unwillingness, to consent for the present to the sought for 
change. 

These duties fully occupied my time, and I have to say in conclusion that I never in 
my experience have found that pupils in attendance had anything whatsoever to do in 
occupying an Inspector’s time at visits to applicant schools, as such pupils are never 



The Secretaries. 



I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, 

District Inspector. 



National Education Office, 

Dublin, 31 December 1878. 

I have to request you will attend at this office at eleven o’clock on Thursday, the 
second proximo, that you may receive instructions from me in reference to a special 
inquiry which you will be deputed to hold. 

I am, &c. 

John Fj. Sheridan, 

J as. Fatterson, Esq., Secretary. 

Head Inspector, Blackrock. 

[A similar letter was addressed to Michael Fitzgerald, Esq., Head Inspector.] 
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CASE OF MR. FITZGERALD. 



Memo, for Messsrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, Head Inspectors, in reference to the 
Inquiry they are to hold regarding the visit made by J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., District 
Inspector, to the Kilculliheen National Schools and the Ferrybank Applicant Schools, 
on the 12th November last. 



The inquiry is to be directed to the elucidation of the following points : 

(a.) How did Mr. Fitzgerald travel to the above schools on the occasion in 
(b.) At^what hour did he reach the Kilculliheen Schools ? What business did ho 

transact in each of them, and at what time did he leave ? 

(c.) At what time did he reach the Ferrybank Applicant Schools, and how long 
was he engaged on duty there ? , „ , , , , , , 

(d.) Where did he go on leaving the Ferrybank Schools, and how did he return 
to Waterford ? 



Education < )ffice, Marlborough-street, 
g. ]r Dublin, 2 January 1879.. 

You'll letters of the 29th November end 4th ultimo, in reference to your visit to the 
Kilculliheen National Schools, and the Ferrybank Applicant Schools on i the 1 2th 
November, not haying been considered satisfactory, I lmye been directed to 
you that Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, Head Inspectors, hare been instructed to 
institute an inquiry into the mode of travelling adopted by you on that occasion, the p e 
cise time of your arrival at the schools, the business actually transacted by you there, and 
the precise lime spent in the transaction of such business. 

The Head Inspectors will inform you m due course of the date and place ot the 

In 1 uir y- I am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan, 

J. Gr. Fitzgerald, Esq., t , Secretar y- 

District Inspector of National Schools. 



Report of Inquiry held by Head Inspectors Patterson and Fitzgerald. 

r , Dublin, 21 January 1879. 

We 6 be^tT’furnish our Report on the inquiry we were directed, on the 2nd 
instant to hold regarding the visit made by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, Distnct Inspector 
at Waterford, to the Kilculliheen National Schools, and to the Ferrybank Applicant 

S t““ wai Ey 1, .O be directed to the following points, Rested 

by the consideration of Mr. Fitzgerald’s Journal for the 12th Novembei 1878, 

(a.) How did Mr. Fitzgerald travel to the above schools on the occasion m 

(J.) At^wliatJiour did he reach the Kilculliheen Schools? What business did he 
transact in each of them, and at what time did he leave ? 

(c.) At what time did he reach the Ferrybank Applicant Schools, and how long 

(d.) Where ^id'lfego^on leaving the Ferrybank Schools, and how did he return 
to Waterford? 

In his Journal under the heading, “ Time spent, in examination of each .school 
Mr. Fitzgerald sets down the time from 10 to 11 o’clock one Jgh ASu* 

been National Schools ; and from 11.15 to 3.15 o’clock, /our kour, < gainst the J! errybank 
Applicant Schools ; and under the heading, “ Journeys, other conveyance, he sets down 

^“^“Cn called on to explain why he posted 21 miles to ■ these 
5 s. 6 <L, seeing that they can be reached at a trifling expendit letter (D 49 il 

merely ’crossini the river by the ferry-boat, J>^th7day (12* Nofembert as I 
136), dated the 29th of November 1878 : I posted on tins nay yi 

tbe duties which he states fully oecupied his time one of them bemg to hold a conference 

with one of the Trustees” (of the Kilculliheen National Schools). 

Tn our letter to Mr. Fitzgerald, fixing the tune and place for the inquiry, wc stateu 
33— Sess. 2. A 3 



Journal for week 
ended 13 November 
1878. 



Official Letter 4G8, 



Appendix A. 
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6 PAPERS RELATING TO THE 

under date 11th January 1879, Mr. Fitzgerald wrote to us what he describes as « a plain 
statement of the manner in which he employed his lime on the day of the 12th of November 
last.” In this document, which we append, he informs us that having left his residence 
at 9.15 o clock, he walked to the i errybank schools, that he arrived there at ten o’clock 
and had a conversation for about twenty minutes concerning the schools with Mr. Dennehy 
of Killaspy ; that lie then went to the Kilculliheen schools and occupied himself in 
examining accounts, &o., until the arrival of the Rev. Mr. Dunphy, the joint manao-er of 
Kilculliheen schools, and the applicant for aid to the Ferrybank schools, with whom, “after 
taking down his answers to queries in the application Reports, lie went back to Ferrybank 
school; that lie parted from the Rev. Mr. Dunphy about 1.30 o’clock, and went to see 
Mr. I . Barron-N ewell and Mr P. Marcus Barron in connexion with the application for 
aid to the b errybank schools, and that his interview with those gentlemen terminated 
about 3.15 o clock. He adds that he afterwards drove to Killaspy, 3£ miles distant, and 
had a .further interview with Mr. Dennehy, who takes an interest in the establishment of 
the schools at h errybank. 

As this statement to us is inconsistent both with the entry in his journal for 1 2th 
Novemoer and with Ins explanation of that entry in his letter to you of 29th November 
Mr. hitzgeraM proceeds to state the grounds on which he made the entry in his journal 
as follows: -“ As the application for aid to the Ferrybank school's is intimately 
connected with the Kilculliheen National Schools, from which it is sought to 
withdraw the pupils, I entered on my journal the time at. which I arrived at the°Ferry- 
bank schools, viz., 10 o’clock. I entered one hour as occupied at Kilcullih. en school 
because the remaining time spent in the school there was devoted to transacting business 
more immediately connected with the Ferrybank application, and I took credit for the 
time i spent in interviewing the persons referred to, and in travelling to and from their 
residences, as legitimately employed in transacting public business, and in connection with 
the applications I stated on my journal that 1 travelled five miles, whereas I travelled 
more than nine miles.” 

By appointment with Mr. Fitzgerald, and with Rev. Mr. Dunphy, we held our inquiry 
on the 17th and 18th mst. at the Ferrybank schoolhouse, and in the City of Waterford 
Mr. Dunphy being present while we were at Ferrybank. The only persons whom we 
examined were Mr. Fitzgerald and Mr. Dunphy. Minutes of their evidence will be found 
attached to this i eport. 



Letters from Messrs. P. Marcus Barron, P. Barron-Newell, and W. J. Dennehy, which 
Mr. Fitzgerald forwarded to us, in support of statements in his letter of 11th January iust 
are also attached. J ’’ 

Having carefully considered tire evidence lefore us, doth oral and documentary we 
have coine to the following ennolusirms rm tlio : .a.- .... •” 



Appendix B., p. 10. 



Appendix B., p. io. 



Appendices A. and 



Appendix B., p. li. 



Appendix B., p. 12. 



, x i r li , — . — ~ “w, .. c/iii i/iui wuouiiieuuiry, we 

iiave come to the following conclusions on the points submitted for our investigation 

Fit ? ge ? ld did not P ost t0 t]ie Kilculliheen and Ferrybank schools on the 
12th of November last, as stated in Lis journal for that day, and repeated in his letter of 
explanation dated 29th of November. He walked to those schools on that day. 

(b.) He did not reach the Kilculliheen schools at 10 o’clock, as stated in his journal, 
y He arrived there between 11 and 11.30 o’clock, probably more nearly at the latter 
i U1 'nn- 6 ' VaS en S a S ecl tllero > for an hour and a-half or two hours, with Rev. Mr Dun- 
phy, filling in answers to the queries in the application reports, of which there were two 
one on Ferrybank /emote, and another on Ferrybank Infant school, and obtaining 
some necessary statistics from the teachers. ° 

(c.) He accompanied Rev. Mr. Dunphy to Ferrybank schoolhouse, at about one or 
half-past one o clock, The two schools, Kilculliheen and Ferrybank, are only a few 
. Zv P Tn'n ' k n , Part ' vv 110 ' loes not a PP ear ^ have remained in the Ferrybank schools 
n ? ut , es - llev ' Mr : , Dun phy says not more than seven minutes, havino- onlv to 

wa!k through the rooms, verify their dimensions, and sketch the ornamental crosses'^ on 
d e ^ ( n i\ F e iTS' Dunphy at Ferrybank schools about 1.30 o’clock, or 

d ml U Tf h t ?i at f?* He h‘ acl > however, before meeting Mr. Dunphy, about, perhaps a 
little before, ll o clock, when on his way to Kilculliheen schools, stopped for a short ' 
XTnS T w "? Jje S 0f T | he a PPhcation, with Mr. W. J. Dennehy, at the gate of 
tn+ll dlc - 1 va SCho °J. S ’- r rr ' dennehy being a neighbouring proprietor whose opinion, as 
. to the desirableness of aiding the new schools, it would be useful to have. He did not, on 
this occasion, enter the Ferrybank schoolhouse, which was locked. After leavino- Ferry- 
with ‘m Pl w g r 1 Sta M ' S* *° ’ 1V^rfortl still on foot, and had interviews 

; , s ; I • Darron-N ewell and P. Marcus Barron at the club, which interviews ended 
(his letter states) about 3.15 o’clock. 

fZ h £ iS r? nt T^^f. L t0the , ma r ev in which Mr - Fitzgerald travelled to and 
and Kilculliheen schools on the 12th of November. He admits .hat he 
t' m q S . let M 61 ’ t0 v US ° f llth Januai T instant, he states that he “afterwards 
drove to Killaspy, 3) miles distant, and had a further interview with l\lr. Dennehy, who 
f f tabl, / hmen t the schools,” and he refers for corroboration of 
this to Mi. Dennehy s letter (one of those attached). At the inquiry he is asked - 

. " Ca ? fix the hour at which your second interview with him (Mr. Dennehv) took 
fJIf® • • H “. re P 1 y ,s » ‘ 1 ma y ^ on ce inform you that I dined with him on that day,” 
ann, again, being asked : — J ’ 

m0rnin °’ wa ? h necessary for you to see him again ?” He 
lepnes, vv e did not finish our conversation in the morning, as he was in a hurry ; but 
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I may at once say that it was for the purpose of dining with him that I went to his house 
afterwards.” 



There is a conflict of testimony between Mr. Filzgerald and the Rev. Mr. Dunphy as 
to the time of Mr. Fitzgerald’s arrival at Kilculliheen school on the 12th November last. 

According to Mr. Fitzgerald’s statement, he must have been there by 10.30 o’clock; 
according to Mr. Dunphy ’s it must have been an hour later. In his letter to us of lltli 
January, Mr. Fitzgerald states that he was at Ferrybank school at 10 o’clock; that he Appendix A. 
had an interview, occupying about 20 minutes, with Mr. Dennehy, and that he then went 
to Kilculliheen school, where he remained examining accounts, &c., until the arrival of Appendix B., pp. 10, 
Mr. Dunphy ; but, at the inquiry, he does not contradict Mr. Dunphy’s statement that he ’ 
met him on the road near Ferrybank school ; on the contrary, he allows it to be assumed Appendix, B.,p.ll. 
that Mr. Dunphy’s account is the correct one. Mr. Dunphy states that he reached 
Kilculliheen school on the 12tli November last at about five minutes past eleven; that 
he remained about 20 minutes waiting for Mr. Fitzgerald, during which he examined Appendix B., p. 10. 
pupils in the male and female schools ; and that fearing he had mistaken the place of meet- 
ing appointed by Mr. Fitzgerald, he went towards Ferrybank school, near which he 
met Mr. Fitzgerald proceeding towards Kilculliheen, to which school they returned 
together. 

There is also a difficulty as to the time at which Mr. Fitzgerald had the interview 
with Mr. P. M. Barron and Mr. Baron-Newell, which in his letter of the 11th January APP endlxA - 
he states was ended by about 3.15 o’clock on the 12th November: Reverend Mr. Dunphy Appendix B.,pp. 10. 
on that day, after parting from Mr. Fitzgerald, went first to the new convent buildings and 11. 
close by, where he says he remained about three-quarters of an hour; thence to Kilculli- 
heen schools, where he remained probably from 20 minutes to half-an-hour, and thence to 
Belmont Park, where he found Mr. P. Marcus Barron at home, and where he remained 
about half or three-quarters of an hour. He further says that when he left Belmont, 

Mr. Barron remained there after him, and there was no appearance of his leaving; and 
he states his belief that it was at least half-past three when he left Belmont Park. Assum- 
in'*- Mr. Dunphy’s computation of the time of his visit to Mr. Barron to be correct, 

Mr. Fitzgerald could not have had an interview with Mr. Barron in Waterford, some 
three miles distant by the road, before 3.15 p.m., on the same day. At a later stage of Appendix B., p. 11 
the inquiry, Mr. Fitzgerald says that he does not adhere to the statement that the inter- 
view took place before’ 3. 15 o’clock ; he extends the time to half-past four, and there is 
nothin'*- impossible in this, as Mr. Barron could drive from Belmont to the Waterford 
Club in about 20 minutes. There is, further, some uncertainty about the day on which With Appendix A. 
the interview took place. In their letters to Mr. Fitzgerald, both gentlemen speak of the 
fact of the interview, as to which we have no doubt, but neither of them speaks positively 
of the day on which it took place ; one says, “about” the 12th. of November, and the 
other “ believes ” it was on that day. Mr. Fitzgerald himself being asked 

« Do you positively state that this interview took place on the 12th of November last? ” Appendix B., p. 11. 
gives the following reply : — “Under the circumstances I should be sorry to state it as a 
fact, seeing how confused I have been in regard to other matters, but it is my impres- 
sion.” 



Compared with other portions of this case, the exact time at which Mr. Fitzgerald 
reachecl Kilculliheen Schools, on the 12th of November, or the exact time at which his 
interview with Messrs. Barron and Barron-Newell took place, are not matters of primary 
importance, but, as they are the only points upon which there is any uncertainty, we have 
thought it right to discuss them at length. 

Mr. Fitzgerald’s exposition of the principle on which he would reconcile the statements 
in his journal, as to time of visit and charge for travelling, are given in his own words in 
his letter to us, already quoted, and in the minutes of evidence. Though this exposition 
does not appear to us at all to reconcile the statements in the journal with the actual facts, 
we be<*- leave, in order not to prejudice Mr. Fitzgerald's case in the slightest degree, to 
refer you to those documents in preference to giving any further abstract of them. Mr. 
Fitzo-erald had the fullest opportunity at the inquiry of offering any explanation he might 
desire, and the latter portion of his evidence was given at Waterford, on the 18th instant, 
the day after our inquiry at Ferrybank. 

We feel, however, that we ought not to omit calling your attention to that portion of 
Mr. Fitzo-erald’s evidence, in which he admits his inability to reconcile the statements in 
his journal for 12th November last, and in his letter to you of the 29th November last, 
with his letter to us of the 11th January instant, and with the facts of the case. 

We return herewith all documents furnished to us in connection with this case. 



Appendix B. to 
end. 



Enclosures. 



The Secretaries, Education Office. 



We have, &c. 
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PAPERS RELATING TO THE 



Appendix A. 

(To Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald’s Report). 



Letter, with Enclosures, from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald to Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald. 

Dear Sirs, Waterford, II January 1879. 

In reply to your letter of the 2nd instant, in which you said, with respect to the inquiry 
ordered to be instituted at the Ferrybank schools, “that you would be prepared to receive 
from me any statement which I wished to make on the subject,” I informed you that I 
thought it better to reserve any statement which I had to make until I should have seen 
you. 

Upon further consideration, however, I take leave to put before you the following state- 
ment, which I trust may be the means of removing certain misapprehensions in connection 
with the matter, and I consider that the more suitable course to adopt is to give you a 
plain statement of the manner in which I employed my time on the day of the 12th of 
November last. 



I left my residence on the morning of that day at 9.15, and walked across the Waterford 
Bridge to the new schools at Ferrybank, where I had thought that I had appointed a 
meeting with the Rev. Mr. Dunphy, manager, but afterwards discovered that Kilculliheen 
was the place that I had appointed for the meeting. I arrived there at 10 o’clock, and 
had an interview with a neighbouring gentleman, Mr. W. J. Dennehy, of Killaspy, with 
whom I was in conversation, with respect to the schools, for about twenty minutes (as 
evidence of this I enclose herewith document marked No. 1). I then went to Kilculli- 
heen National Schools, and remained there examining accounts, &c., until the arrival of 
Mr. Dunphy, when I went carefully over each question of the two applications and took 
down his answers in writing : I went accompanied by the Rev. Mr. Dunphy to Ferrybank 
schools, and examined the rooms, &c., carefully verified the dimensions of the rooms given 
by him to the Education Office and took sketches of ornaments on the roof of the form of 
crosses, which I considered necessary for my report. When I parted from Mr. Dunphy, 
at about 1.30, I went to see Mr. P. Barron-Newell and Mr. P. Marcus Barron, with 
respect to the consent of the latter, as manager, to a proposed removal of the pupils from 
Kilculliheen vested schools to Ferrybank, and to obtain from the former gentleman the 
address of his father, who is one of the surviving trustees of the Kilculliheen vested 
schools, and who resides in the north of Ireland ; this address 1 furnished to the Rev. Mr. 
Dunphy (see Documents Nos. 2 and 3 in corroboration of this statement). When my in- 
terview with these gentlemen terminated it was about 3.15 o’clock. (See Letters.) 

I afterwards drove to Killaspy, three-and-a-half miles distant, and had a further inter- 
view with Mr. Dennehy, who took an interest in the establishment of the schools. (See 
his Letter, No. 1.) 

As the application for aid to the Ferrybank schools is intimately connected with the 
Kilculliheen National Schools, from which it is sought to withdraw the pupils, I entered on 
my journal the time at which I arrived at the Ferrybank schools, viz., ten o’clock. I 
entered one hour as occupied at Kilculliheen school, because the remainining time spent in 
the school there was devoted to transacting business more immediately connected with the 
Ferrybank application, and I took credit for the time spent in interviewing the persons 
referred to, and in travelling to and from their residences, as legitimately employed in 
transacting public business, and in connexion with the applications. 

I stated on my journal that I travelled five miles, whereas I travelled more than nine 
miles. 



I have had, for obvious reasons, no conversation whatsoever with the Rev. Mr. Dunphy 
with respect to this matter, but I have no doubt but that I can easily procure his testi- 
mony to my statement so far as he is concerned. 



In conclusion, I beg to ask you to call for a return from my journals since 1st March 
1878, showing the number of weeks in which I did not avail myself of the “ w r eekly office 
day ” allowed in addition to Saturday for office b usiness ; also for a return of the number 
of days since same date upon which I was absent from duty. 



I trust upon a perusal of these returns that you will perceive no disposition upon my 
part to neglect my duty. 



J. Patterson, 

M. Fitzgerald, Esqrs., 



Head Inspectors. 



I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, 

District Inspector. 
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(No. 1.) 

My dear Sir, Killaspy, Waterford, 9 January 1879. 

I have a perfect recollection of having had an interview with you at the new schools of 
Ferrybank, at about 10 o’clock a.m., in November last, I should say about the 12th, 
when you did me the favour of asking me, as a neighbouring resident, my opinion as to 
the establishment of the schools, for. which aid was asked from the Commissioners of 
National Education. I am aware that you drove to my house that same afternoon, when 
I had a further conversation with you respecting the schools. 

Relieve me, &c. 

J. Gerald Fitzgerald, Esq. W. J Dennehy. 



Belmont Park, Ferrybank, Waterford, 
My dear Fitzgerald, 11 January 1879. 

I remember having had an interview with you of some duration about the 12th of 
November, when you consulted with me regarding the transfer which is proposed to be 
made of the pupils attending the Kilculliheen Female National School, of which I am one 
of the managers, to the new schools at Ferrybank. 

Yours, &c. 

Fierce Marcus Barron. 



(No. 3.) 

Dear Sir, John’s Hill, Waterford, 11 January 1879. 

I beg to state that I have a perfect recollection of your asking me for the address of 
my father, Mr. Wm. Newell Barron, whose consent you stated was necessary with regard 
to an application made for transferring the scholars of the Kilculliheen National Schools, 
of which my father is a trustee, to new schools recently built at Ferrybank. I believe this 
interview took place on the 12th of November. I was also present at an interview which 
you had upon the same date with Mr. P. Marcus Barron on the same subject. 

Very truly yours, 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., Waterford. F. Barron-Newell. 



Appendix B. 

(To Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald.' s Report). 

(D. 49.) 

Ferrybank Applicant Schools. 

Notes of Evidence taken at an Inquiry held at Ferrybank Applicant Schools, on the 17th 

January 1879, by Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald , Head Inspectors, respecting Mr. 

Fitzgerald’s, District Inspector’s, visit to Kilculliheen and Ferrybank Schools, on the 

12th November 1878* 

My journal for the week ended the 16th November 1878 is not intended to convey an jj r , Fitzgerald, 
exact statement of the time spent by me in tbe Kilculliheen and Ferrybank Schools on District Inspector, 
the 12th November last; but I claim that I spent the full time set out, viz., five hours, (examined). 
in transacting business connected with Rev. Mr. Dunphy’s application for aid to Ferry- 
bank Schools, including the filling of the reports from Rev. Mr. Dunphy’s own informa- 
tion, which I did at Kilculliheen, and obtaining some necessary statistics there ; also veri- 
fying measurements at Ferrybank School-house, taking a sketch of the ornaments on the 
gables ; further, an interview with Mr. Dennehy, of Killaspy, at Ferrybank School-house, 
at 10 o’clock on the morning of the same day (12th November); also interviews on the 
same day with Messrs. P. M. Barron and P. Barron-Newell, whom I saw together in 
Waterford, at the Club-house, and a second interview the same day with Mr. Dennehy, 
at his own house. (Portion of Mr. Fitzgerald’s letter of lltli instant relative to his visit 
to Kilculliheen and Ferrybank Schools, on 12th November, read). I wish to correct the 
statement that I waited at Kilculliheen School for Rev. Mr. Dunphy ; I now believe, as 
stated by Rev. Mr. Dunphy, that he was at Kilculliheen School before me. — (signed) J. G. 

Fitzgerald. 

33 — Sees. 2. B I received 
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Rev. Mr Dunphy I received a letter from Mr. Fitzgerald, district inspector at Waterford, asking me to 

(examined). meet him on a certain day at Kilculliheen School at 11 o’clock; I believe it was the 12th 

November. I arrived, as I recollect, about five minutes past 1 1 ; I asked if Mr. Fitz- 
gerald had called ; I was told not. I examined the children in the male school for’about 
10 minutes, and then went to the female school and examined for about the same time 
Fearing that it might be at Ferry bank School Mr. Fitzgerald was, I came down the road 
from Kilculliheen to this school, and I met Mr. Fitzgerald on the road between mv 
church and Ferry bank School, about 200 or 300 yards from the school. 3 

To Mr. Patterson. He was coming from the street of Ferrybank. I assume he had not been at Ferrybank 
School, because the door and the front gate were locked. We returned to Kilculliheen 
Schools, when Mr. Fitzgerald took down statistics in the male school, the children having 
been sent out. He sent for the female teacher to bring in the report book, and other 
books to the male school, that he might get the statistics of the female school. He also 
filled the reports from my information and from the books. It was probably 25 minutes 
past 11 or half-past 11 when Mr. Fitzgerald commenced to take the statistics in Kilculliheen 
Male School. We remained in Kilculliheen School about an hour and-a-half or two hours. 
We then came together to Ferrybank School. We came in to the school by front door." 
I told him the dimensions of the school. We walked round through all the rooms. He 
expressed himself very well pleased with them interiorly ; he viewed them outside and 
expressed himself pleased with them exteriorly. He said, “ What about the crosses?” I 
said they were more ornamental circles than they were crosses. “ He said he could not 
call them some particular kind of cross; I forget the name, but he mentioned only one 
kind of cross.” I said “ he could describe them as ornamental finials.” He made no sketch 
of them in my presence. We remained at Ferrybank School not more than about seven 
minutes. I asked him would he come and see the new Convent Buildings (close by). 
He said he had “ to meet a train,” or “ to go by train,” and that he had not time. We 
then parted in front of the school, and Mr. Fitzgerald went out on the street, and I went 
to the new Convent Buildings. It was between half past one and two when I parted from 
Mr. Fitzgerald. I remained probably three-quarters of an hour at the Convent Buildings. 

I then went to Kilculliheen Schools, to warn the teachers to have certain further statistics, 
required by the Inspector, prepared against the following morning. 1 remained there pro- 
bably from 20 minutes to half an hour. I then went to Mr. P. Marcus Barron’s residence, 
Belmont Park. He is co-manager of Kilculliheen Schools, and Mr. Fitzgerald suggested* 
that I should see him, as a matter of courtesy, and get his promise not to seek any share 
of the management of the Ferrybank Schools. I saw Mr. P. M. Barron at Belmont, and 
remained there about half or three-quarters of an hour. 

Beild iJpeXr^’ Mr ‘ Barron did not tel1 me he had seen Mr. Fitzgerald that day. He said he would 
write to him that night. When I left Belmont Park, Mr. Barron remained there after 
me, and there was no appearance of his leaving. I believe it was at least half-past three 
o’clock when I left Belmont Park on that day. 



To Mr, Fitzgerald, 
District Inspector. 



To Mr. Fitzgerald, 
Head Inspector. 



I do not intend to convey that you may not have been at Ferrybank School on the morn- 
ing of the 12th November, but that you were not on the school premises ; you must have 
passed the front gate which is at the head of the street. I believe what you say, that 
your suggestion was not that I should ask Mr. P. Marcus Barron to promise not to seek 
the management of Ferrybank School, but that I should ask him to consent to the 
removal ox the pupils from Kilculliheen School. 

Mr. Barron had previously joined me in writing to the Secretaries of the Board on the 
subject of the transfer of the pupils. 

(Letter* 12,361-78 produced by Mr. Fitzgerald, District Inspector, and read.) 

My object in going to Belmont Park was to obtain Mr. Barron’s promise not to seek the 
management of Ferrybank Schools. I will not, however, say that Mr. Fitzgerald sug- 
gested that to me. — (signed) Joseph Dunphy. 



Mr. Fitzgerald. 



Rev. Mr. Dunphy 
(examined). 



Mr. Fitzgerald, District Inspector ( re-examined ). — I deny having made a suggestion to 
Mr. Dunphy that he should seek an interview with Mr. P. M. Barron, for the purpose of 
obtaining his promise not to seek the management of Ferrybank School ; what I did state 
was that he should obtain Mr. Barron’s consent in writing, as joint manager of Kilculli- 
heen Schools, to the transfer of the pupils from that school to Ferrybank. I did not con- 
sider the joint letter of Mr. Dunphy and Mr. Barron to the Secretaries (L. 12,361-78), 
already referred to, as a sufficiently explicit consent to the transfer on Mr. Barron’s 
part. — (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 

I desire to state that I did and do consider that letter as a consent on Mr. Barron’s 
part to the transfer of the pupils. I also wish to state that Mr. Barron stated to me at 
our interview at Belmont Park on the 1 2th November, that he did not. seek any share in 
the management of the Ferrybank Schools. — (signed) Joseph Dunphy. 

To 



• The le* ter .here referred to was the original letter from Rev. Mr. Dunphy, dated 10th October 1878, 
applying for aid to the. Ferrybank Schools. It was forwarded to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, with instructions 
to report on the application, but was not returned to this office, Mr. Fitzgerald having never furnished a 
report uDon ihe application. 
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To Mr. Fitzgerald Head Inspector.— Was your meeting with Mr. Dennehy, on the 
12th November, at Eerrybank, accidental or by appointment ? 

Accidental. 

State exactly where it took place ? 

At the gate of the school. 

How long did it last? 

I could not exactly state; I should say about 20 minutes. 

After parting from him did you go on towards Kileulliheen ? 

Yes. 

Do you remember meeting Rev. Mr. Dunphy on tire road near Fern-bank, as stated 
by him ? 

The fact is, I don’t remember; my impression, when I wrote my letter of ihe llthinst., 
was, that I waited for him in Kileulliheen School; but I do not want to contradict 
Mr. Dunphy’s statement. 

Having fully considered the circumstances, can you now say where you first met Mr. 
Dunphy on that day ? 

I could not ; I don’t deny his statement, but I have not the most remote recoilection of 
having met him on the road. 

Do you think the teachers of Kileulliheen Schools could throw any light on this portion 
of the case ? 1 

I prefer taking Mr. Dunphy’s statement as correct, to bringing in the teachers at all. 

Then, for the purpose of this inquiry, we may assume that Mr. Dunphy’s account of 
the first meeting is correct ? 

Yes. 

.Mr. Dunph}' states that when he asked you to see the new Convent Buildings, you 
said you had “ to meet a train,” or “ to go by train,” and had not time ; is that statement 
correct ? 

I have not the remotest recollection of it ; it may have been given merely as an excuse. 

As a matter of fact, did you “ meet a train,” or “ go by train,” on that day ? 

No. 

Do you wish to ask Rev. Mr. Dunphy any further question ? 

No.— (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 

Inquiry at Ferrybank School concluded at 1.30 p.m., and resumed in Waterford at 2.15 

p.m. 

Do you, having heard Mr. Dunphy’s statement as to his movements after you parted 
from him on the 12th November, ending with his interview with Mr. P. Marcus Barron, 
adhere to the statement in your letter, that your interview on that day with the Messrs! 
Barron and Barron-Newell terminated at about 3.15 p.m. ? 

I do not adhere to that statement, but the 3.15 in my letter I took from the statement 
on my journal. 

Do you positively state that this interview took place on the 12th November last? 

Under the circumstances I should be sorry to state it as a fact, seeing how confused I 
have been in regard to other matters, but it is my impression. 

Can you say now at what hour of the day you had the interview referred to at the club 
in Waterford with those gentlemen ? 

I say between three and four o’clock, to the best of my opinion ; you may say between 
three and half-past four. 

I observe that you spent from 10 to 10.30 a.m. at Ferrybank Schools on the 22nd 
November; what was the object of that visit ? 

Ihe object was to sketch more particularly the crosses which I considered to be 
important matters, and seeing the entry on my journal, I think I must have written 
some letter on the subject, for which I took credit, but I cannot remember it. — 
(signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 

Was it possible for Mr. P. Marcus Barron to have conversed with you at the club on 
the 12th November between the time of Rev. Mr. Dunphy’s leaving Belmont, which 
he puts at half-past three, and half-past four on the same day ? 

Yes, it would not take more than 20 minutes to drive from Belmont to the club. 

Is it possible that the interview with Mr. Dennehy at Ferrybank School could have 
taken place on the occasion of your second visit on the 22nd November, and not on the 
12th ? 

I am positive that it was on the day stated, that is the 12th November. 

Can you fix the hour at which your second interview with him on the same day took 
place ? 

I may at once inform you that I dined with him that day at seven o’clock. (Mr. Fitz- 
gerald voluntarily adds:) — Having walked to and from Ferrybank in the morning, and 
having gone to Mr. Dennehy's house in the evening, where I had further conversation with 
him regarding the F errybank School, I felt myself at liberty to charge for the car to Mr. 
Dennehy’s as legitimate expenses incurred on that day. 

33— Sess. 2. b 2 What 



Mr. Fitzgerald, 
District Inspector 
( re-examined ). 



Mr. Fitzgerald, 
District Inspector 
(examined). 



To Mr. Fitzgerald, 
Head Inspector. 



To Mr. Patterson, 
Head Inspector. 



To Mr. Fitzgerald, 
Head Inspector. 
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To Mr. Patterson. 



To Mr. Fitzgerald , 
Head Inspector. 



* Of 29th Nov. 



What was the necessity of your conversing with Mr. Dennehy at all respecting the 
Ferrybank Schools? 

One of the queries in the report is, “ With what other person in the neighbourhood have 
you had an interview, and if so, was it personal or by letter.” Mr. Dennehy had frequently 
spoken to me on the want of school accommodation at Ferrybank, and generally took an 
interest in the establishment of the schools, to which I believe he subscribed. He is one 
of the neighbouring proprietors, and he was in favour of, or rather anxious for the 
establishment of the schools. 

Having seen him in the morning, was it necessary for you to see him again ? 

We did not finish our conversation in the morning, as he was in a hurry, but I may say 
at once that it was for the purpose of dining with him that I went to his house afterwards. 

How do you reconcile the statement in your letter of the 29th November, that you 
“ posted on this day, as you were suffering from a severe cold also and from diarrhoea, and 
did not feel it safe to sit with wet feet for five hours, the day being cold and wet,” with the 
statement in your letter to Mr. Patterson and me, dated 11th inst., that you walked to 
and from the Ferrybank and Kilculliheen Schools ; and with the fact that you dined out 
3£ miles from Waterford on the same day (12th November) ? 

My object in writing my letter of the 29ih November was to support my claim for 
payment of my expenses on the 12th, which it was sought to lop off. 

Can you reconcile the two statements ? 

No, but I wish to explain that in writing this* letter I wrote without consideration, and 
I meant rather to put it. as a hypothetic statement, in view of having my expenses disallowed. 
I actually paid more than 5 s. 6 d., I think 10 s., for the car, and I thought as I was engaged 
in public duty in the morning I was at liberty to charge what it would have cost me. I 
can produce the driver of the car if necessary. I did not use my own horse ; I never do 
so for official purposes. 

In your letter of the 4th December 1878, you say you had an interview with one of the 
trustees, who expressed his unwillingness to consent for the present to the sought-for 
change. Who was the trustee referred to ? 

That is a mistake. I should have said one of the managers, namely, Mr. Pierce M. 

Barron. 



Mr. Fitzgerald, 
District Inspector. 



To Mix Patterson, 
Head Inspector. 



To Mr. Fitzgerald, 
Head Inspector. 



Further statement by Mr. Fitzgerald, District Inspector, made on 18 th January, and added 
at his request. 

The heading of the column in the inspector’s journal is, “Journey charged for,” and 
that, I conceive, allows a certain latitude in entering the amount of expenses. 

I wish it to be understood that, in entering the time spent in connection with the appli- 
cation case, I put it down approximately. 

With respect to my two letters to the Office (29th Nov. and 4th Dec.), a considerabl e 
time having elapsed from the 12th November, I wish to remark that they were written 
without due consideration, when I was labouring under some annoyance at the prospect 
of having my expenses disallowed, being at the time in indifferent health, and also 
harassed by private affairs. 

1 wish to repeat that the statement No. 2 in letter of 29th November, with reference 
to the mode of travelling adopted by me on the 12th November, was put hypothetically'. 
I was suffering from diarrhoea, and that I was justified in charging for the perils that I 
underwent in remaining in wet feet, in connexion with the heading of the journal, “ Journey' 
charged for.” I desire to express my regret for having written those two letters (29th 
Nov. and 4th Dec.), w'hich, as 1 have said before, were written without due consideration 
and under the circumstances mentioned above. 

1 wish to call your attention to the concluding portion of my letter of 11th January 
1879, relative to the work done by me, and especially to the fact that I have not availed 
myself to the extent that I might have done of the weekly extra day for official writing ; 
I wish you to believe that I have no desire to shirk my work. 

Do you mean by saying that you have a “ certain latitude ’ in making charges, to con- 
vey that you are at liberty to charge the Commissioners with outlay that has not been 
incurred on that particular occasion ? 

In the instructions for charging travelling expenses it is specifically stated that if an 
inspector chooses to travel more expensively, he is at liberty to charge only the fare of the 
car of the country ; the meaning therefore which I attach to the expression “ latitude,” is 
that I am at liberty to charge the car fare of the country even in cases where the outlay 
may not have been actually incurred on that particular occasion. 

Do you mean to say that, if you had not incurred any outlay on the 12th November 
either in going to the schools, or subsequently to dinner at Killaspy, you would have felt 
yourself justified in charging 5 s. G d. for car hire on that day ? _ 

1 say no, I would not; but if I had travelled on a friend’s car, I would have felt justified 
in making the charge, because I would have been under a compliment to him to that extent, 
and would feel bound to give a gratuity to his servant. 

Does 
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Does the expression “approximately ” used by you a little while ago in connexion Jo Mr. Patterson, 
■with the time spent about this application case, refer to this case alone, or do you usually P 

give only the “ approximate ” time in connexion with application cases? 
b I usually give the approximate time when the business transacted involves interviews 
with persons outside the school ; but if the business is done wholly within the school-house, 
as when the school is in operation, I enter the exact time.— (signed) J. Or. Fitzgerald. 



Extract from Minutes of the Board in reference to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s Case. 
B. O., 28th January 1879. 

Commissioners present : 



His Grace the Duke of Leinster. 
John Lentaigne, Esq., C.B. 

John O’Hagan, Esq., Q.C. 



Rev. Charles L. Morell. 

Sir Robert Kane, LL.D., F.R.S. 
Patrick J. Keenan, Esq., C.B. 



Submitted report of an inquiry held by Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, Head In- 
speotors, into certain official proceedings on the part of J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., District 
Inspector at Waterford, together with the Minutes of Evidence taken on the occasion. 

Submitted also Mr. Fitzgerald’s journal for the week ended the 16th November 1878, 
letters addressed by him to Secretaries on the 29th November (136.78 Dt, 49), and 4th 
December 1878 (139.78, Dt. 49), and a letter addressed by him to Messrs. Patterson 
and Fitzgerald on the 11th January 1879. . . 

In the journal referred to Mr. Fitzgerald stated that on the 12th November he 
travelled by post-car from Waterford to the Kilculliheen andFerrybank Schools and back, 
incurring thereby an expenditure of 5 a. 6 d„ to be recouped by the Commissioners ; and 
at the foot of the journal he certified that the account was “ just and true ; and on being 
called upon by letter from this office, dated 28th November, to explain why he “ posted 
two and-a-half miles to these schools, charging 5 s. 6 d., seeing that they can be reached 
at a trifling expenditure of money and time by merely crossing the river by the ferry- 
boat,” he replied on the 29th November as follows:— “ I posted on this day as. 1 was 
sufferino- from a severe cold, and also from diarrhoea, and did not feel it safe to sit with 
■wet feet for five hours, the day being cold and wet.” But by his letter of the lltli Jan- 
uary to the Head Inspectors and by his own evidence at the inquiry, it is established that 
he incurred no such expenditure on the 12th November, having walked to the schools 
and back on that day ; and that the expenditure he sought by such pretences to obtain 
payment for from the Commissioners was really incurred by him in going to dine with a 
Mr. Dennehy at seven o clock that evening. 

Ordered— In view of this deliberate attempt on the part of Mr. Fitzgerald to obtain 
payment from the Commissioners of an expenditure not incurred m the public service, 
and of the grave misstatements and contradictions by which he endeavoured to support his 



unjust claim, the Commissioners are forced to conclude that he is not a person fit to hold 
the responsible position of Inspector of National Schools, and accordingly they order that 
he be dismissed from their service from the date of the official advice of this order to him. 
\_Order advised 2\)th January 1879.] 



(B. O. 28.1.79.) 

Si r> Education Office, Dublin, 29 January 1879. 

The Commissioners had before them and fully considered at their meeting yesterday 
your journal for the week ended 16th November last; also your letters of the 29 th No- 
vember and the 4th December, addressed to the Secretaries, your letter of the 11th instant, 
addressed to Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, and the Report of the Inquiry held by 
these gentlemen on the 17tli and 18th instant, together with the Minutes of Evidence 
taken by them on the occasion. 

On your journal referred to you state that on the 12th November you travelled by post- 
car from Waterford to the Kilculliheen and Ferry bank National Schools and back, incur- 
ring thereby an expenditure of 5 s. 6 d., to be recouped by the Commissioners, and at the 
foot of the journal you certified that the account was “just and true.” 

In the letter from this office of the 28th November you were asked to explain why you 
“ posted 2^ miles to these schools, charging 5 s. 6 d., seeing that they can be reached at a 
trifling expenditure of money and time by merely crossing the river by the ferryboat;’ 
and in your reply, dated the 29th November, you state as follows : “ I posted on this day 
as I was suffering from a severe cold and also from diarrhoea, and did not feel it safe to 
sit with wet feet for five hours, the day being cold and wet.” 

33— Sess. 2. B 3 But 
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But by your letter of l the 11th instant to the Heel Inspectors, and your on evidence 
at the inquiry it .8 established that you incurred no such expenditure, as you walked to 
the schools and back on the 12th November and that the expenditure you sought by such 
pretences to obtain payment for from the Commissioners was really incurred by you in 
going to dine with Mr. Dennehy at seven o’clock that evening. * y n 

In view of this deliberate attempt to obtain payment of an expenditure not incurred in 
the public service, and of the. grave misstatements and contradictions by which you 
endeavoured to support your unjust claim, the Commissioner, have been ofliged to con 
elude that you are not a person tit to hold the responsible position of Inspector If Nationai 

ftoSe lth“°l 0 e r tto g 7 7 6d * hat y ° U be dism “ etl from “rvSftom 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., Waterford. ’ y°h„ K Sheridan, Secretary. 



(D. 49.— Enclosure.) 

g “ d en °" gh *° “ Sk that the >>e 

p" « TbXiTd r tt f r^To e t“ts? :sx m ae be f 

p™«r al i d ^ 

• PUb 10 b " smes ® connected with the schools for which I made the charge Mr 
fnd one 7 oX a e P o3S”' ' IP “*>“ of the schools, and took an^ £3 tfc£ 

with whnt nthe^ m . a Pl dlcant report to which I was required to reply is, “ State 
what other persons in the locality you have communicated,” &c. It was solelv on 

Tt a din“„g‘w4 !> ’£ P Sr\ M ' **"!} ° f r h “ ' ° ta i= being 0 legitimately ^madet 

kP7S?De„ 1V r a , n,a J t t the, ” a i ter . 0Ver ’’ a;-tetemellc^bXXbyS: 

lettei ot Mi. Dennehy handed in at the inquiry, in which he says, « I remember tint v™, 

“ d “ “ &rLr conversa a „/;it^^S 

lett . er of tbe 29th op November was written, as I explained at the inquiry under 
not nn ar \ 1 - dld “ 0t tlien ex P lai ° what these circumstances were as 

_ot apprehending that the situation would have an aspect for me of so crave a character’ 

I did not care to enter into details of a private nature. I now bee to state that' at the 
time of writing the letter of the 29th November I received a lette? Q ° 7 £. It 

enclose, from the wife of my brother, who, badly wounded at the baffle nf ,° f wblcb 1 
in commend of an Austria/ eegiment 

of his dangerous illness. I shall ask the Commissioners humanely to imagine mv feel° 
„°£ S ’ ? nd 1° make an allowance for them, at learning that my brother, to whom I have been 
ever devotedly attached, was bleeding to death, and at a distance of 1,000 miles from me 
f*‘“ g f at the . sam , e tlme fb '°' n diarrhoea and insomnia, I partook freely of dru<r S for the 

office T war fi U o S o g e P> r ’ be,Dg al3 ° obli # ed t0 attend t0 the onerous duties of my 
othce, 1 was so overcome by nervousness and- anxiety as really not to be at the tiJL 

The^nt rf^ha/cllfe, it T^th^ 

ciupssd, rtsr:?; x/drdTe a XyXt:Thj i tTi ha t g 

! have confidence, therefore, that the Commissioners will consider that in the 

ass -srt-iss Ss-isrs 

them. 
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them, and from the known humanity of the Commissioners I pray them to take a merciful 
view of my case, and to give due consideration to the fact that at this period, and indeed 
for some time afterwards, my memory was impaired and my mind clouded and confused, 
Finally, I appeal to my character for a period of service of nearly a quarter of a century, 
during which time I performed the varied duties of my office with care and fidelity, under- 
going fatigue and hardship of no ordinary character, duties not unattended by danger, as 
I have had sent to me, for the faithful performance of my duty, a letter threatening “ that 
I would be shot as sure as there was a God.” 

I appeal to the mercy of the Commissioners to consider favourably the explanations set 
forth in this letter, and not to suffer ruin and disgrace to fall upon one who has grown old 
in their service, and who has served not without some credit, and I faithfully promise, in 
the event of the Commissioners being pleased to rescind the order for my dismissal, that 
no reason for complaint shall again occur during the rest of my career. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. J- G. Fitzgerald. 



Fac-simile Copt of Enclosure. 



33—Sess. 2. 
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Gentlemen, Waterford, 3 February 1879 

In connection with my letter of the. 1st instant, I beg that you will be good enough' to 
affix to it the accompanying letter, which I consider to be of vital importance as evidenc- 
ing my state and condition of mind at the time of the occurrence of the events referred to 
in my letter of the 1st instant. 

With respect to the first portion of my letter of the 1st instant, I beg to add that I do 
not for a moment intend to convey that I contend against the opinion of the Commis- 
sioners as to the propriety of the claim for travelling expenses of the 12th November last • 
I only solemnly assert that when making the charge of 5 s. 6 d. I believed it to be justifi- 
able under the circumstances. 

With respect to the additional, evidence which I herewith forward, as to the condition 
in which I was at the time of writing the letters of 29th November and 4th of December, 
I confidently appeal to the justice and humanity of the Commissioners, and trust that they 
will extend to me the same protection which a person arraigned for the hi-hest offence 
would receive, and, unless they conclude that the evidence which I have offered is utterly 
false and untrustworthy, that they will rescind the order for my dismissal from their 
service, and restore me to the position which I have so long occupied, and which I have 
filled, I trust, not unfaithfully. 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald. 



y. ,, County Secretary’s Office, Waterford, 

Dear Fitzgerald, 3 February 1879. 

1 REMEMBER during the time you received such sad accounts of the health of your 
brother, Colonel Fitzgerald, in Austria, that you complained to me of suffering from 
continued sleeplessness from anxiety of mind. In my opinion you were not at the time 
capable of transacting business of importance, appearing to be dazed ; this I more 
particularly observed upon an occasion when you failed to recognise myself and Arnold 
de la 1 oer, with whom you are very well acquainted, although in our society for nearly 
two hours. J 

During the time referred to I lived with you in the same house. 

I am, &c. 

R. H. Power. 



I have read the latter part of this letter, in which my name is mentioned, and I know 
the statements therein contained to be quite correct. 

Arnold de la Poir, 

Gurteen la Poer, Clonmel. 



Extract from Minutes of the Board in reference to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald's Case. 
B. O., 4th February 1879. 



John Lenlaigne, Esq., C.B. 
Rev. C. L. Morell. 

Rev. J. H. Jellett, f 



Commissioners present : 



Sir D. J. Corrigan, Bart. 

Sir R. Kane, f.r.s. 

Patrick J. Keenan, Esq., c.B. 



3 r J!^ Ilf* -i. l6tt ? r ° f *, e lst T in ^ (6 Dt 49 )’ and also a letter of tl.e 

3rd instant (7 Dt. 49), with enclosures from J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., dismissed by order of 
the Commissioners at last Board from their service. In these letters Mr. Fitzgerald 
appeals to the justice and mercy of the Commissioners to rescind their decision. ° 

, ^^'^—Th^the Commissioners, having given the fullest consideration to his letters 
of the 1st and 3rd instant and their two enclosures; one, portion of a note which he states 
^wife ofhis brother, and the other, a note addressed to him on the 
3rd instant by Mr. R. H. Power, Secretary to the Grand Jury c f the county Waterford, 

SeTofthe’ sth ulttSr , ” g ‘°° mn,eyei ‘° him ’ b7 ,1,eir diraClion ’ iu the 
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(B. 0. 4.2.79.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, 5 February 1879. 

I am directed to inform you that the Commissioners of National Education, having 
given the fullest consideration to your letters of the 1st and 3rd instant and to the two 
enclosures, one, portion of a note which you state you received from the wife of your 
brother, and the other, a note addressed to you on the 3rd instant by Mr. R. H, Power, 
Secretary to the Grand Jury of the county Waterford, see no grounds for departing from 
the decision conveyed to you, b.y their direction, in the letter of the 29th ultimo. 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., Waterford. Wm. H. Newell, Secretary. 



(630- 79c.) 

To the Commissioners of National Education. 

The Memorial of J. G. Fitzgerald, late a District Inspector of National Schools. 

Respectfully showeth : 

That, upon the report of Head Inspectors, Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, made 
after an inquiry held by them on the 1 7th and 18th days of January last, the Commis- 
sioners, by a Board’s order of 28th of that month, dismissed him from his office of District 
Inspector of National Schools. The charges referred to in the letter of dismissal are, an 
attempt to obtain payment for an expenditure not incurred in the public service, and of 
grave misstatements and contradictions in an endeavour to support that claim. 

Your memorialist admits that upon the occasion of the inquiry referred to he was 
unable to explain satisfactorily the charges made against him. Prostrate health of some 
duration, and mental anxiety occasioned by domestic, troubles, to a great extent then 
incapacitated him from that business application essential to the refutation of charges of 
so grave and incriminating a character as those preferred, to the real nature of which the 
crushing judgment of the Board first really awakened him. Since the holding of the 
inquiry your memorialist has discovered the office copy of one of his weekly journals 
furnished to your Board, which at the time of the inquiry was so misplaced amongst 
other papers as to prevent his having access to it. Had he been then in a position to 
refer to this document it would have at once so refreshed his memory (impaired at the 
time) as to have enabled him to give a satisfactory explanation of his letter of the 29th 
November 1878, which at the inquiry he was totally unable to give. 

Your memorialist, conscious of not having intended to prefer an unjust claim, and of 
no intentional misrepresentation in his journal for the week ending 16th November last, 
or in the letters explanatory of it, respectfully but earnestly requests that, as a matter of 
justice to an officer of his long service under the Board, to enable him to relieve his 
character from the serious imputations which now affect it, and to place him in a position 
to resume his duties as an Inspector, the Commissioners will be pleased to direct another 
inquiry to be held, either by the same Inspectors, Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, or 
by any others that the Board may be pleased to nominate, when he is confident that he 
can offer such explanations, and produce such unimpeachable evidence, as shall completely 
vindicate him from the charges on which his dismissal was based. 

And your memorialist will ever pray. 

25 April 1879. J. G. Fitzgerald. 



Extract from Minutes of the Board in reference to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald's Case. 
B. O., 29th April 1879. 



Commissioners present : 



James Gibson, Esq., Q.C. 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson. 
John Lentaigne, Esq., C.B. 

Right Mon. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald. 
Right Hon. Chief J ustice Morris. 



Rev. Charles L. Morell. 

Rev. John II. Jellett, s.f.t.c.d. 
The Most Rev. The Primate. 

Sir D. Corrigan, Bart. 

P. J. Keenan, Esq., C.B. 



Submitted Memorial (630-79c) from J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., late District Inspector of 
National Schools, asking the Commissioners of National Education to be pleased to direct 
another inquiry, when he is confident he could offer such explanation, and produce such 
unimpeachable evidence, as would completely vindicate him from the charges upon which 
his dismissal was based. 



Ordered , — That Mr. Fitzgerald be informed that if he will submit the explanation and 
evidence he refers to to the Commissioners, they will consider whether his request to 
have another inquiry held should be acceded to. 



C 
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(630-79c.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, . 1 May 1879. 

I am directed by tlie Commissioners of National Education to inform you that if you 
will submit to them the explanation and evidence, to which you refer in your memorial 
of the 25th ultimo, they will consider whether your request to have another inquiry held 
should be acceded to. 



I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., William H. Newell, Secretary. 

15, Lincoln-place, Dublin. 



Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Countv Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 3 May 1879. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1st instant, 
forwarded to me from 15, Lincoln-place, Dublin, in which you inform me that if I submit 
the explanation and evidence, to which I refer in my memorial of the 25th ultimo, the 
Commissioners of National Education will consider whether my request to have another 
inquiry held should be acceded to. 

I beg respectfully to state that it would be entirely impossible, from the very nature of 
the case, that I could by a mere statement in writing do full justice to it, so as to make 
the explanation as satisfactory as I expect with God’s help to do at an inquiry ; also, that 
the evidence, which I have to offer in support of my case is that of several persons of 
position in this county, evidence materially essential to the proofs of the statements which 
I have to put forward. 

I have, when lately in Dublin, gone over with Mr. Patterson, one of the head 
inspectors who held the inquiry, the evidence which I was prepared to offer and the 
explanations which I was prepared to make, and I appeal confidently to that gentleman’s 
opinion, as expressed in a letter to me dated 29th ultimo, as to the request which I have 
made for a fresh inquiry being fair and reasonable. The following is an extract from 
Mr. Patterson’s letter upon which I rely: 

“ I have no hesitation in admitting to you that had the representation you have now 
made to me been made and established at the inquiry held by my colleague and me in 
J anuary last, the opinion I then formed would have been materially modified in your 
favour; and that assuming your ability to establish the truth of these statements, I 
would certainly consider it fair and reasonable that you should have the benefit of a fresh 
inquiry.” 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. J G. Fitzgerald. 



Statement. 

( Enclosed with preceding Letter .) 

In the financial portion of the weekly journal the heading is as follows : — 

“ In. every instance the place from which the journey charged for began, and the place 
where it ended should be specified.” 

In the Circular of Instructions regarding travelling charges, 15th February 1875, it is 
specifically stated (para. 2), “when inspectors elect to travel more expensively they must 
limit these claims to the amount chargeable for the one-horse conveyance.” 

On the 12th November I expended 10 s. in travelling on the business of the schools of 
Ferrybank and Kilculliheen, but in my journal I limited the claim to 5 s. 6 d., the amount 
chargeable had I posted only to the schools in the ordinary manner. I did not intend to 
represent upon my journal that I posted to the schools by car, but that I travelled to and 
from the schools, and charged for the journey post-car tare. 

I have been accustomed to charge, and have been always allowed, for travelling to 
have interviews with persons interested in applicant schools, I feel, therefore, that I 
should have been fully justified in charging 10 s. upon this occasion, and possibly would 
have done so, only that I dined at the house of the gentleman with whom I was engaged 
in business connected with the schools. 

I respectfully but most earnestly submit that the expressions in the letter of the 
29th January, from the Secretary, “ that I incurred no such expenditure,” that “ the 
expenditure was really incurred by me in going to dine with Mr. Dennehy,” scarcely put 
a fair construction on my words, as Mr. Dennehy is prepared to come forward and prove 
that I had a conversation at the schools with him on the morning referred to regarding 
the application, that he was in a hurry to go to his office in Waterford, and asked me to 
dinner on that evening, when he said we could talk the matter over at our leisure- 
Mr. Dennehy is prepared to state that he should not have asked me to dinner, nor should 

I have 
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I have gone to dine with him, on the evening of this day, only that I wished to have a 
further conversation and conference with him respecting the schools. Mr. Dennehy is 
also a solicitor, and one upon whose judgment I relied, and 1 specially wished to have his 
opinion on the subject of the schools before reporting on them, as a serious point was at 
issue between the two managers regarding a drain, which one of the managers required, 
before giving his consent to the application, to be permitted to open from his family 
vault, through the grounds upon which the applicant schools were built. 

On account also of the anxiety of one of the managers, Eev. Mr. Dunphy, to have the 
applicant case dealt with as soon as possible, I devoted the entire day to the business of 
these schools, so that no delay upon my part should arise in sending in the reports on 
them. 



The letter on the 29th November 1878 was written under these circumstances On 
the mornino- of this day I received the letter of the Secretary, dated the 28th of November, 
asking why I did not avail myself of the ferry to travel to Ferry bank and Kilculliheen 
on the 12th November. I remembered the circumstances. of having, when visiting these 
schools, employed a post- car on account of suffering from illness, and on account of the 
inclemency of the weather. I attached to the letter of the 28th November a docket, 
marked “answered, 29, 11; posted; day wet; ill;” and in order not to lose a post I 
wrote the letter of 29th November in the Passage East National School, with the 
greatest confidence, believing that I was answering the letter of the 28th November 
truthfully and according to the strict facts of the case ; but it was the occurrence of the 
22nd of November which I unfortunately confounded with those of the 12th November, 
for which I was asked to account, the schools visited, the charge for travelling, and the 
number of hours spent in public duty, being the same in each case. Seventeen days 
having elapsed, my memory being defective, and my mind by no means clear, the strongest 
evidence of which I am in a position to produce, my explanation, not unnaturally under 
the circumstances, bore reference to the more recent occurrence of the 22nd, when I 
employed a post -car for the reasons stated. 

The journal sheet upon which the occurrences of the 22nd of November were stated 
got astray amongst my papers, and it entirely escaped my notice when looking again and 
again over ‘the file of journals to seek for a solution of the error. Having written the 
letter of the 29th November, I gave no further thought to the matter, as I considered 
that I had given a satisfactory answer to the letter of the 28tli November. I kept no 
copy of the°letter, and its contents ceased to be remembered by me. After more than a 
month I received a letter from the Secretary, stating that my letter of the 29th was 
considered unsatisfactory, and that an inquiry would be held. In much astonishment 
and alarm I then referred to the noting attached to the letter of the 28th November, to 
which my letter of 29th was an answer, and found “ answered, 29, 11 ; posted ; day wet ; 
ill ” I then turned to the file of journals, and on account of the mis-placement of the 
leaf on which the occurrences of the 22nd November were entered, I fouud only the 
entry for the 12th of November, no other entry respecting these schools being visible. 
Upon carefully considering and consulting with Mr. Dennehy, with whom I was occupied 
on business on the 12th November, I concluded that there was a mistake m connection 
with the letter of the 29th November, and although, on account of the misplacement of 
the journal leaf, I was absolutely unable to account for the error, I thought it proper to 
write the letter to the head inspectors of the 11th January 1879, stating the actual 
occurrences of the 12th November. 



It was only after the inquiry that I found the journal leaf amongst my papers ; had I 
seen it when writing the letter to the head inspectors of the 11th January, or had I been 
aware of it at the inquiry, I could have at ouce and satisfactorily explained, under 
what misanprehension I had written the letter of the 29th November, viz., mistaking the 
occurrences of the 22nd November for those of the 12th, the schools visited, the charges 
for travelling, and the number of hours spent in public duty, being in each case 
identical. 



Any contradictions or mis-statements which I may have made at the. inquiry I can 
show were clearly attributable to the confusion of my mind upon the occasion, on account 
of the unaccountable absence of the page of the journal upon which the occurrences of 
the 22nd November were entered. 



3 May 1879. 



J. G. Fitzgerald. 



D 
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Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Countv Waterford 
Gentlemen, 12 May 1879. 

Advekting to my letter of the 3rd instant, with the enclosed statement, I be°- to sav 
that, in the event of the Board not thinking a new inquiry into my case to be expedient 
I would desire to be permitted to supplement the statement which I have already made’ 
with another referring to certain minor details and explanations of apparent discrepancies 
m the evidence taken at the inquiry. As an example, in my letter to the head inspectors 
of the 11th December 18/8, I state that on the 12th November 1 was in the Kilculliheen 
National School before the arrival of the Rev. Mr. Dunphy, the manager, and in my 
evidence before the head inspectors I was so positive of this that 1 was absolutely con- 
founded when my statement was contradicted by the Rev. Mr. Dunphy ; but the contra- 
diction is explained by the fact that it was on the 22nd November that 1 was in the 
school before- the Rev. Mr. Dunphy entered it, and the occurrences of the 12th and 22nd 
after such a lapse of time, and in the then defective state of my memory, were confused in 
“7 “ md ! , Mr - Lunphy’s statement referring to the 12th and my statement to the 22nd 
lhe evidence of the condition of my mind and of my imperfect recollection durin<- the 
latter portion of the year 1878 and the beginning of 1879 is of the strongest character 
and would be forwarded did I know m what shape I should be permitted to offer it. 



The Secretaries, &c. &c. 



I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, 



M^ e T t p m -p D ’ i tv • r Blackrock, Dublin, 4 May 1879. 

Mb. J. G. Fitzgeeald, late District Inspector at Waterford, whom I have seen lately 
has told me that at the investigation held by Mr. M. Fitzgerald and me in Januarv last, 
not having sufficiently considered all the points to be inquired into, he was unprepared with 
evidence which he can now adduce to show that he had made no intentional misrepresen- 
tation of the occurrences called into question, and that, therefore, he hopes for another 
inquiry into his case. He states that, his memory beim> temporarily impaired by physical 
and mental suffering, he had, when replying to you on the subject of his journals, 
unwittingly confounded the occurrences of one day with those of another in such a 
manner as to lay him (unjustly) under an imputation of untruthfulness. He is able he 
says, to establish by the evidence of gentlemen of position in Waterford that his memory 
was impaired at the time the events occtirred which led to his dismissal, and to show that 
the misplacement of the copy of his journal for one week led him to confound the 
occurrences m question at.our inquiry and in his antecedent correspondence with you. 

I believe this to be possible; and therefore, at Mr. Fitzgerald’s request, 1 be°- to sav 
that I think it fair and reasonable Mr. Fitzgerald should be allowed an opportunity of 
proving, if he can, the statements he now makes, and which if made and established at 
the time of the inquiry in January would certainly have materially modified in his favour 
the opinion 1 then formed of his conduct. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. James Patterson, Head Inspector. 



Extbact from Minutes of the Boaed in reference to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald's Case. 



B. 0., 13th May 1879. 



Commissioners present : 



J ames Gibson, Esq., Q.c. 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson. 
John Lentaigne, Esq., c.b. 

John O’Hagan, Esq., Q.c. 

Right Hon. Mr. J ustice Fitzgerald. 

Submitted letter and statement dated 
gerald, late Inspector of National Schools, 
respect to his case on the 29th ultimo. 



Right Hon. Chief Justice Morris. 
Rev. Charles L. M orell. 

Rev. J. II. Jellett, s.f.t.c.d. 

Sir Robert Kane, f.e.s. 

P. J. Keenan, Esq., c.s, 

3rd May 1879 (658-79), from Mr. J. G. Fitz- 
in reference to the order made by the Board in 
Letter (17--79) from Mr. Patterson, Head 
Inspector 
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Inspector, on the same subject. Submitted also a second letter from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, 
dated 12tli May 1879 (700-79). 

Ordered, That this case be postponed till the next meeting of the Hoard, and that, in 
the meantime, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s letter and statement, and also Mr. Patterson’s 
letter, be forwarded to Mr. M. Fitzgerald, Head Inspector, for his opinion. 



Seaview, Eing, Dungarvan, 

Gentlemen, 16 May 1879. 

Referring to my letters of the 3rd instant, with statement enclosed, and 12th May, I 
beg to submit this additional statement with respect to my case, and to enclose certain 
letters bearing upon it, and I have the honour to request that you will be good enough to 
lay the papers before the Board. 

In my letter of 29th November 1878 I make use of the expression, “ and did not feel 
it safe to sit with wet feet for five hours.” I respectfully submit that when writing this 
passage I must have had in my mind, and must have believed that I was describing, the 
occurrences of the 22nd November, as it was proved at the inquiry and also by my letter 
of the 4th December 1878, that on the 12th of November the credit which I took for five 
hours’ work was for duties which were incompatible with sitting for five hours, as a 
portion of the time was devoted to calling upon managers and transacting other business 
connected with the applicant schools. 

The missing journal sheet referred to in my statement, in which the occurrences of the 
22nd of November were specified, and which would have refreshed my memory so as to 
enable me to give a satisfactory explanation of the mistake made in writing the letter of 
29th November, was not found by me until a considerable time after the inquiry ; when, 
after my dismissal, crushed and prostrate, I wrote the letter of the 1st February 1879, I 
was not further able to explain writing the letter of 29th November than by stating that 
it was written “ hurriedly, as intending to represent what had actually occurred upon an 
occasion not remote from the 12th, when I drove to a school to which I had proposed to 
walk, all the conditions of cold, &c., which I described being existent.” 

Mr. Patterson, head inspector, will remember that having sought an interview with him 
in Waterford after my dismissal, I could only solemnly assure him that I intended no 
intentional deception, the missing journal sheet not having been even then found. 

With respect to the state of my mind and memory at the end of the year 1878 and the 
beginning of 1879, caused by illness, continued sleeplessness, and mental anxiety on 
account of family troubles of a distressing character, I beg to enclose two letters (in ad- 
dition to others which are already in your office), one from an Episcopalian clergyman who 
has known me all my life, in which he states that “ he observed a marked defect in my 
memory and mental powers ; ” another from Mr. W. E. Molloy, now head inspector, in 
which he refers to a “ confused procedure ” regarding a document which I sent to him, as 
he states, unnecessarily, but respecting which I have no recollection. 

Iam, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. J. G. Fitzgerald. 



(Enclosures.) 

3, St. Albans-terrace, Dublin, 

My dear Mr. Fitzgerald, 5 February 1879. 

In reply to your letter of yesterday, I beg to say that about the 2nd January last I 
received a note from you addressed to Kilkenny, my late district, with a document (lease 
appointing trustees of a school in your district), to which you requested me to obtain, in 
ordinary course, a signature in Kilkenny. 

On opening the document I found that the signature had been obtained and witnessed 
by me a considerable time previously. In returning, as requested, the document to you 
I called your attention to this mistake, which was obvious at a glance. 

I was quite at a loss to account for the confused procedure. 

Yours, &c. 

W. R. Molloy. 



33— Sess. 



2 . 
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I was much pained and surprised on learning that my friend, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, 
late district inspector, has been removed from the position which he held under the 
Board of National Education for a period of nearly five and-twenty years, and I have 
been asked to express my opinion as to the character and conduct of that gentleman, an 
opinion founded on an acquaintance of 47 years’ duration. I have known Mr. Fitz- 
gerald from childhood and up to the present intimately, and I found him invariably 
gentlemanlike, truthful, and correct, in all the relations of life, and of all my friends I 
believed him most unlikely to do anything mean or dishonourable or in any way calcu- 
lated to compromise his character as a gentleman. 

I have been constantly in his company during the Christmas recess for some days ; I 
also met him the first week in February, and on both occasions I observed a marked 
defect in his memory and mentnl powers, and when I called his attention to the subject 
he informed me that his memory partially had failed him, and that it was the result of 
recent illness from which he had been suffering, accompanied by constant restlessness and 
want of sleep at night. He added also that he had suffered also from uneasiness of mind 
occasioned by the unfavourable reports he had received from Austria relative to his 
brother who was odven over by the doctors in attendance, and to this cause I attributed 
the unsatisfactory explanation he gave at the late Court of Inquiry which was held in 
W aterford. 

James Alcock, Clerk, 

19 April 1879. Incumbent of Kingagona, Dungarvan. 



(B. O., 13. 5. 79.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Si]. } 14 May 1879. 

I am directed by the Commissioners to forward the enclosed documents, viz. : letter 
from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, late Inspector of National Schools, dated 3rd May 1879, and 
statement enclosed therewith; letter of Head Inspector Patterson, 4th May 1 879 ; and 
further letter from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, of 12th instant, for your opinion. 

You will be good enough to return these documents with your remarks on the case 
without any avoidable delay, as they must be submitted to the Board at its next meeting, 
on the 20th instant. 

I am, &c. 

John E. is'lieridan, 

Ml. Fitzgerald, Esq., Head Inspector. Secretary. 



Letter from Mr. Head Inspector Fitzgerald. 

Case of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, late District Inspector of National Schools. A pplication 
for a New Investigation. 



Gentlemen, Dublin, 19 May 1 879, _ 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 14th instant, m 
which you forward three documents for my opinion. 

(1.) Letter from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, late Inspector of National Schools, dated 
3rd May 1879, and statement enclosed therewith ; 

(2.) Letter from Head Inspector Patterson, 4th May 1879 ; 

(3.) Further letter from Mr, J. G. Fitzgerald, of 12th instant. 

A subsequent letter from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, dated L6th instant, with two letters to 
him attached, has also been sent to me. 

In these letters from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, he seeks to have a _ new investigation 
granted into the circumstances which led to his dismissal from the service of the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in January last; and Mr. Patterson, in his letter, recom- 
mends that this new inquiry be granted. 

gg I have perused these documents very carefully, and with a sincere desire to find in them 
sufficient grounds for joining in Mr. Patterson’s recommendation ; but I regret to say 
that the opinion at which I have arrived, and which in the discharge of my duty to the 
Commissioners, I must not shrink from expressing, is not favourable to Mr. J. G. Fitz- 
gerald’s application. 
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As this is a matter of vital importance to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, and as the responsibility 
thrown upon me weighs very heavily upon me, I shall state fully, but as briefly as possible, 
the grounds upon which I base my opinion. . „ , 

Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald puts forward two distinct grounds tor his application tor a fresh 
investigation. 

(1.) That he was on the 29th of November and 4th of December 1878, when he 
wrote the letters which press most heavily against him, in a state of mental 
prostration, from domestic trouble and anxiety, which rendered him in- 
capable of thinking or acting rightly ; that his memory was so impaired by 
these calamities that he was unable to recollect the circumstances of the 
case ; that, in short, he was not accountable for what he wrote, and 



(2.) That he had mislaid the copy of his journal for week ended the 23rd Novem- 
ber 1878, on which was the record of a second visit to Ferry bank and 
Kilculliheen schools made on the 22nd November; and that, not having 
this copy of his journal before him at, or soon after the inquiry held by 
Mr. Patterson and me in January last, he was unable to give the explana- 
tion of the mis-statements in his letter of 29th November and 4th December 
1878, which he now offers, namely, that he confounded the occurrences of 
the 1 2th and the 22nd of November, and that when he wrote that he was 
suffering from illness, which obliged him to post on the 12th of November, 
he was truthfully describing what actually was the fact on the 22nd- 
These are the points which, as I understand his statement, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald hopes 
to establish on a new investigation of his case. 

With reference to the first of them, his mental prostration in November and December 
1878, I feel bound to say that there is nothing either in the letter of the 29th of Novem- 
ber or that of the 4th of December, to indicate any such mental, prostration as Mr. J. G. 
Fitzgerald represents. Both are clear categorical replies to official queries, and the letter 
of the 4th December goes minutely into details, the statement of which exhibits neither 
confusion nor hesitation. 



The point made in the closing paragraph of the letter of 4th December, shows that the 
writer had his wits about him, and the style of the paragraph does not indicate mental 
prostration; it is a keen retort upon what he believed a weak point in the official 
query. 

Both at the inquiry in January and in his letters, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald reverted 
continually to domestic trouble as the cause of the alleged confusion of mind. As he did 
not volunteer any explanation of the nature of these troubles, I did not feel at liberty, or 
perhaps I should say called upon, to question him respecting them ; but after the inquiry, 
and before the Commissioners had decided on the case, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald forwarded 
to Mr. Patterson a fragment of a letter, without date or signature, referring to an illness 
of his brother in Austria, which fragment of a letter he wished to be shown to me, and, 
as I remember, to Mr. Sheridan, one of the secretaries, and to be used as we thought 
proper. 

Mr. Patterson wished to have this portion of a letter sent in. as an Appendix to our 
Report, which was already in the office, but I declined to be a party to doing so ; first, 
because I regarded it as utterly worthless as a piece of evidence in its mutilated form, and 
secondly, because the letter to Mr. Patterson, authorising him to make use of it, was marked 
“ private.” 

Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald himself, subsequently, sent in this piece of a letter, attached to 
his appeal of the 1st February 1879, in support of his statement that he was suffering from 
anxiety of such a nature as to render him not accountable for what he wrote. 



Assuming that this letter was really received by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald on or about the 
29th November last, a strong assumption in face of the removal of the date, it is notin my 
opinion at all sufficient to support the theory that the effect of it would be to overthrow 
the mental equilibrium of the recipient. On the contrary, it represents Mr. J. G. Fitz- 
gerald’s brother as “ cheerful and calm,” “ eating his dinner,” “ smoking a cigarette,” and 
actually pronounced by the doctor “ out of danger.” In my opinion, the cause assigned 
by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald for his mental prostration is wholly inadequate to produce the 
alleo-ed effect: and? I fear, he withheld it at the inquiry from consciousness of its weakness, 
and unwillingness to submit it to the test of viva voce explanation on the spot. I was 
much struck at the time by the manner in which Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald sought to introduce 
this document into the case ; and I must, in the discharge of the duty now thrown upon 
me, say honestly that I believed it to refer to an occurrence antecedent, perhaps long 
antecedent, to the 29th November 1879. It is a good many years since Sadowa was fought, 
I think about thirteen, and the state of things described in the piece of letter appears to 
point to a comparatively early stage in the history of a wound however severe. I am 
further struck by the fact that now, after the lapse of close on four months after the 
inquiry, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald does not produce evidence from Austria of the critical state 
of hi 3 brother so recently as last November. 

33-Sess. 2. d 3 Properly 
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Properly authenticated evidence of the medical man who attended him would, at least 
show that the illness took place at the time Mr. J. G.. Fitzgerald would have it believed ; 
and I can hardly suppose that he has overlooked so obvious a means of supporfino - what 
he evidently believes to be an important part of his case. So far from adducing any . 
such evidence he rests his appeal on a fragment of a letter from which the date has been 
deliberately removed, which apparently refers, or, at least, might refer, to circumstances 
long antecedent to November 1878, and which, even if authentic, is, in my opinion 
wholly insufficient tc sustain the hypothesis that the critical state of his brother’s health 
so affected Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s mental powers, and especially his memory, as to render 
him not accountable for what he wrote or said. 

Besides, so far as I know, during all this time Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald was discharging his 
ordinary duty as Inspector of Schools, examining pupils for results fees, and making 
reports to the office. It does not even appear, nor does he suggest that the leave of absence' 
which he had from the 13th to the 20th of November, was i - endered necessary by nervous 
anxiety or ill-health ; on the contrary, his journal for Saturday, 16th November, repre- 
sents him as “ preparing reports, journals, correspondence,” on that day. 

■With reference to the letters sent forward by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald in support of his 
alleged mental prostration, I do not think it necessary to offer any remark, except on that 
from Mr. W. R.Molloy, now Head Inspector. This letter does not appear to me to sus- 
tain Mr J. br hitzgerald s hypothesis ; as I understand it, the words confused proce- 
dure used by Mr. W. R. Molloy, refer to the slovenly, unbusiness-like nature of the 
transaction ; and do not refer at all, at least of necessity, to the state of Mr. J. G. Fitz- 
gerald’s mind. In dealing with this letter, I would like to see the letter from Mr. J. G. 
Fitzgerald to which it was a reply. 

' Further, the occurrence referred to in Mr. W. K. Molloy’s letter toot place early in 
January 1879, at least six weeks after the time which Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald points to 
as that of his brothers dangerous illness, and there is no suggestion that his brother’s life 
was m danger during all that time. 

. And, at t] } e investigation which took place on the 17th and 18th of January, I saw no 
indication of mental weakness on Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s part. When asked to explain 
statements wholly irreconcilable with facts, or with his own previous statements, lie fell 
back on the confused state of his mind ; but when any point in his favour was mooted he 
exhibited no defect either of intelligence or memory. 

Coming now to the second ground put forward by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald for a reconsider- 
ation of his case, viz., the confusion between the 12th and 22nd of November, caused by 
the misplacement of the “ office copy” of liis journal for the week ended 23rd November 
I am under the very painful necessity of saying that, in my opinion, the explanation put for- 
ward by him is not satisfactory. In dealing with this portion of the case dates are 
very important. I here were two visits to Ferrybank and Kileulliheen schools by Mr 
J. G. Fitzgerald, in November 1878, the first on the 12th, the second on the 22nd • 
and in the interval between those dates, he visited no other school, being principally on 
leave of absence. The two visits are thus brought into juxta position^ as though they 
occurred on two consecutive days. There was, therefore, no official outdoor duty mixed up 
with these visits wrnca would be calculated to cause confusion in the mind, or to embarrass 
the memory ; tne two visits were quite distinct, with nothing between them. ^Further 
the work transacted on each day was of an entirely different nature, so different as to 
prevent the possibility of confusion ; and again, though, as Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald is careful 
to point out, 17 days had elapsed since the visit of the 12th, only seven days had elapsed 
since his visit on the 22nd, when he wrote his letter of the 29th of November. 

,, This letter deals with three points, which are distinguished by prefixed numbers, viz. • 
(1.) 1 he encircling of certain numbers on the journal of 12th November, which Mr. Fitz- 
gerald had before him when he was loriting the letter [see the expression “ upon my 
journal (returned) in the letter]. This he explains satisfactorily, and in a way that 
shows a perfect recollection of the facts. (2.) The question as to his mode of travelling 
on that day, . which formed the grounds of his subsequent dismissal; and (3 j as to his 
communication with the Trustees. v 

Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald now wishes to have it believed that though, as is plain, he was 
^emng to the occurrences of the 12th of November, when he replied to queries (1) and 
(3), he was thinking of the 22nd November when he answered No. (2), althouo-h he had 
the journal before him, . and must have known the vital importance of his explanation, 
that he did know its vital importance is placed beyond doubt by the fact that in the 
docket which he alleges he attached to the official letter of 28th of November (see pa^e 2 of 
his statement), he makes no reference to the first and third points of his reply the docket 
being ‘ answered 29.11. ; posted ; day wet ; ill,” as though that were the only point dealt 
m seem f t0 me incredible that, under all the circumstances, anyone writing on the 
29th of November could confound the fact of his illness on the 22nd of November only 
one week previous, and the circumstances attending it, with the entirely different events 
of the 12th It is a very hard thing to say, but in a case so full of mis-statements the 
m which 1 am P^ed must be expressed ; how can 
■we tell that Mr. J . G. Fitzgerald did not walk to Knlculliheen and Ferrybank schools on 

the 
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the 22nd, as he admits he did on the 12th of November. This thought, which of course 
you will understand me as merely giving expression to, not as suggesting against Mr. 
J. G. Fitzgerald, is not the less likely to arise, because during the inquiry he made no 
reference whatever to his second visit to these schools, and that this was not the result of 
inadvertence or forgetfulness on his part, is, in my opinion, plain from the fact that I 
specially called his attention to it at the investigation— I say (Minutes of Evidence, 

p. 10)- 

“ I observe that you spent from 10 to 10.30 a.m. at Ferrybank schools on the 22nd of 
November ; what was the object of that visit? 

« The object was to sketch more particularly the crosses which I considered to be im- 
portant matters: and seeing the entry on my journal, 1 think I must have written some 
fetter on the subject for which I took credit, but I cannot remember it.” And again 
(p. 11) I ask — 

“ Is it possible that the interview with Mr. Denneby, at Ferrybank School, could have 
taken place on the ocasion of your second visit on the 22nd November, and not on the 
12th? 

“ I am positive that it was on the day stated ; that is, the 12th of November.” 

[I may observe that all through the inquiry Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s replies were taken 
down verbatim, and that he read them over before signing the sheet.] 

Now Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald expressed no surprise when I mentioned the second visit; he 
seemed to remember it perfectly, as no doubt he did ; referred to the object of it (to 
sketch the crosses) without hesitation ; and stated positively that his interview with Mr. 
Dennehy did not take place on that day, but on the 12th of November. 

[I may mention that the occurrences on the 22nd November did not form one of the 
subjects ordered to be inquired into.] 

Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald says on his statement, p. 3 —' “ It was only after the inquiry that I 
found the journal leaf amongst my papers ; had I seen it when writing the letter to the 
Head Inspectors of the 11th January, or had I been aware of it at the inquiry, 1 could 
have at once and satisfactorily explained under what misapprehension I had written the 
letter of the 29th of November, viz. : — mistaking the occurrences of the 22nd November 
for those of the 12th.” 

Now, whatever may have been the facts when he wrote the letter of the 11th January to 
Mr. Patterson and me, there can be no doubt he was aware of the entry on his journal for 
the 22nd of November at the inquiry in January ; his words are, “ seeing the entry on my 
journal,” which I put into his hand; and yet neither on that day, 17th of January, nor on 
the following day when he voluntarily supplemented his statements to us, did he suggest 
the explanation which he now says he could have at once given ; and no mention is made 
of the loss or misplacement of the copy of the journal until the 25th of April, three 
months after the inquiry, when he refers to it, for the first time, in his memorial to the 
Commissioners. 

What evidence can Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald hope to give at a new inquiry of the misplace- 
ment of this journal beyond his own assertion ? — and of what avail is that assertion in 
face of the fact tnat he had the journal in his hand, and saw the entry of the second visit at 
the inquiry on the 17th January? His case is that for some time after the inquiry, he 
does not say how long, he had wholly forgotten this second visit, owing to the loss of the 
copy of the journal ; how can he hope to establish that case in the face of his own evidence, 
in which the journal is brought directly under his notice, in which he states distinctly 
and without hesitation the object of that visit, and is positive the interview with Mr. 
Dennehy did not take place on that day ? 

I have stated freely and fully the grounds on which I have formed an opinion adverse 
to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s application for a new inquiry. In doing so I have sought, as 
far as possible, to keep strictly to matters pertinent to the issue; and I shall only add 
that, if I entertained a reasonable doubt on the merits of the case, I would have gladly 
o-iven him the benefit of it. I beg again to express the deep sense of responsibility under 
which I write ; and I ask you to believe that nothing short of the most imperative sense of 
duty, which indeed leaves me no choice, has constrained me to give expression to an 
opinion so decided in so very painful a case, when it would have been so much more in 
harmony with my own feelings to have taken an opposite view. 

I return herewith all the documents sent to me in the case. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. Fitzgerald, Head Inspector. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




26 



PAPERRS RELATING TO THE 



may ( v. 

My attention having been called to my note to Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald of 5th February 
1879, received in Education Office from Mr. Fitzgerald on 17th May, I beg to state fully 
the circumstances to which it referred. 

On 2nd January last, when in charge of Dublin District (to which I had been trans- 
ferred from Kilkenny in November 1878), I received a communication dated 31st 
December 1878 from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald. 

This had been sent "by him to Kilkenny. It enclosed a deed appointing trustees for 
Rosbercon, N.S. in Waterford District. 

One of the trustees was the Most Rev. Dr. Moran of Kilkenny. 

Mr. F.’s note requested me to procure the signatures of the Very Rev. (sic) Drs. Moran 
and M‘Donald, and to return it to him for the signature of Rev. Coyne (sic). 

The names set forth on the outside fold of the deed were— 



Most Rev. Dr. Moran. 

Ambrose Lambert, Esq. 

Rev. Francis Coyne, p.p. 

(1 was not then aware that Very Rev. Dr. M'Donald’s name occurred in it.) 

I remembered that this deed had been sent tome when in Kilkenny from Education 
Office so far back as February 1878, to obtain Most Rev. Dr. Moran’s signature. On 
looking at page 3 of the deed 1 found Most Rev. Dr. Moran’s signature duly attested by 
mein February 1878, and the signatures of Mr. Lambert and Rev. F. Coyne appended, 
with Mr. Fitzgerald’s signature as the attesting witness. 

I then believed that Mr. F. had not to all appearance opened the deed before trans- 
mitting it to Kilkenny, on 31st December 1878. 



(On reference to this deed I now find an endorsement (which escaped my notice 
on 2nd January), substituting the name of Very Rev. Dr. M‘Donald for that of 
Ambrose Lambert, deceased.) 



(Mr. Fitzgerald’s action, therefore, in sending it to Kilkenny for signature of 
Most Rev. Dr. Moran, andVery Rev. Dr. M'Donald, indicated no confusion whatever ; 
my not looking minutely into it, arose from the fact that I had ceased to have charge 
of Kilkenny District.) 



What I considered (I now see very erroneously) to be strange action on the part of Mr. 
Fitzgerald, was referred to by me in a casual way in conversation with an official of the 
Board at a time that I was wholly unaware that any investigation had been or was about 
to be held in the Waterford district, in January last. On the 4th February, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald again wrote to me stating that he had been told there was something irregular 
m his action about a deed, and that he wished to be informed of my views on the subject. 
He requested his letter to be treated as confidential, except so far as it should be referred 
to in the reply. While feeling embarrassed by his marking a letter treating of official 
matters as confidential, I, at the same time, had a feeling that I could not fairly withhold 
my testimony when appealed to by Mr. Fitzgerald himself, as to what I had believed on 
2nd January to be matters of fact in reference to the transmission of the deed, and the 
view' I took of his action. 

I had considered (I now see erroneously) his action to be slovenly and unbusinesslike, 
and this opinion I intended to convey by the expression “ confused procedure ” in my 
note of 5th February. 



I should observe that my acquaintance with Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald for the past 15 or 16 
years has been almost nil. During that period I received no letter from Mr. F. prior to 
that of 31st December, nor had I ever seen him save once (in March 1878), and then 
only for a few minutes. . 

(signed) W. R. Molloy. 
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Extract from Minutes of the Board in reference to Mr. J. G. Fitzgeralds Case. 



B. O., 20th May 187S 



Commissioners present : 



His Grace the Duke of Leinster. 
John Lentaigne, Esq-, C.B. 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald. 
Rev. Charles L. Morell. 



Rev. J. H. Jellett, s.f.t.c.d. 
Sir D. J. Corrigan, Bart. 

P. J. Keenan, Esq-, C.B. 



Submitted letters (658-700 and 714-79) and statement from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, 
late Inspector of National Schools, applying for a new inquiry into his case. Submitted 
also letter (17-79) from Mr. Patterson, Head Inspector, on the subject ; and letter (26-79) 
from Mr. M. Fitzgerald, Plead Inspector, giving his opinion, in accordance with Boards 
order of the 13th instant. 



Ordered , — That Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald be informed that the Commissioners, having 
fully considered his application for a new inquiry into his case, decline to accede to it. 



(B. O., 20. 5. 1879.) 

Office of National Education, 

g; rj Dublin, 21 May 1879. 

I am directed by the Commissioners of National Education to inform you that, having 
fully considered vour application for a new inquiry into your case, they decline to accede 
to it. 



I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., (signed) John E. Sheridan, Secretary. 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan. 



Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 
Sir, 5 May 1882. 

In a letter dated 29th January J879, and over your signature, I am informed that the 
Commissioners of National Education have ordered my dismissal from their service from 
the above date. 

In the second paragraph of this letter you commence to inform me, solemnly and deli- 
berately, as to the reasons for my removal from the service of the Board, after a period of 
nearly 25 years spent in the faithful performance of my duty. In this paragraph you 
say : — 

“ In your journal referred to you state that on the 12tli of November you travelled by 
post car from Waterford to the Kilculliheen and Ferrybank N.SS.” (which I suppose 
means National Schools and nothing else), “ and back, thereby incurring, &c. &c.” 

Now, I beg to ask is not this assertion a deliberate falsehood? In the first place, is the 
word car employed in my journal ? This is, however, not very important, except as 
exhibiting a leaning towards falsehood for improper and ulterior purposes ; but I now ask 
for an answer to a more important question, and which you may find it more difficult to 
answer, viz. : — Have I realli) stated on my journal for the week ending 16th November 
1878, that I travelled at all' to Ferrybank National School on the 12th, as you deliberately 
state that I have ? Be good enough to examine the journal and ascertain whether this is 
not a false assertion which you have made. If you allow that the assertion is a false one, 
well ; but if you say that it is true that I did so, I shall only remind you that there was 
no such place in existence at the time as the Ferrybank National School, and if you look 
again at my journal you will find after the word Ferrybank the letters P. A., always 
understood to mean not National School but “ Primary Application.” 

I shall be glad to have an answer to this letter at the earliest possible date as I have 
adopted measures to bring my case somewhat prominently before the Commissioners, and 
in the event of this letter remaining unanswered 1 shall conclude that you admit the 
falsehood referred to ; as to the reasons which inspired the falsehood. I have gone into a 
more detailed account, and you shall soon have an opportunity of studying my observa- 
tions upon the whole case. 

1 am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan, Esq., &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald . 
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Extract from Minutes of Board of 9th May 1882. 

B. O., 9tn May 1882. 

Commissioners present : 

His Grace the Duke of Leinster. I Rev. H. Hanna. 

Rev. Charles L. Morell. | David Ross, Esq., ll.d. 

E. G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 

Read letter (730-82c) dated 5th instant, from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, who was dismissed 
from the office of District Inspector of National Schools by order of the Board, dated 
28th January 1879. Mr. Fitzgerald asks whether certain statements in the letter con- 
veying the order dismissing him were not deliberate falsehoods. 

Ordered , — That Mr. Fitzgerald be informed that the Commissioners have instructed 
their secretaries not to enter into any correspondence with him in reference to the subject 
of his letter. 



Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, _ 10 May 1882. 

I have to acquaint you that I read your letter of the 5th instant for the Commis- 
sioners at their meeting yesterday, and received instructions from them not to enter into 
any correspondence with you in reference to the subject of that letter. 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., (signed) J. E. Sheridan, Secretary. 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford. 



Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 24 June 1882. 

T enclose a “ Statement ” which I will ask you to be good enough to place before 
the Commissioners of National Education. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. & c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



Board of National Education, Ireland. 

A Statement of the Case of Mr. Fitzgerald, late District Inspector, in a Letter to 
the Secretaries, dated 9th June 1882. 

To the Secretaries of the Commissioners of National Education. 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 9 June 1882. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 21st May 1879, in which you 
inform me that the Commissioners of National Education decline to accede to my request 
for a re-consideration of my case, in accordance with a prayer of a memorial which I sent 
forward with that view. 

The infirm state of my health, from that time to the present, has prevented me from 
being in a position to take further action in the matter ; but, as I consider that it would 
be a course of the most cowardly character to continue to sit down patiently under a 
weight of injustice, and an ignoble sufferance of wrong, amounting to an acquiescence in 
dishonour, I put forward, at the earliest moment which my state of health admits, the 
following complete statement of my case, which I beg you to be good enough to lay 
before the Commissioners of National Education. 

As I believe only one member of the Board is acquainted with the circumstances of my 
appointment and career during my term of office, I propose treating the case under the 
following heads : — 

I. The circumstances of my appointment, and a short review of my services. 

II. My relations with the present Resident Commissioner, and with other officials 
of the Education Office. 

III. The circumstances of my dismissal from the service of the Board. 

IY. Remarks upon the whole case. 

I. 

It is not an agreeable thing to speak of oneself, but there are occasions when it is un- 
avoidable. 

Educated at a public school, I graduated at Trinity College, Dublin, having taken 
honours in Science, and obtained a Senior Moderator. -hip and Gold Medal in Ethics and 
Logics ; I kept the necessary terms, but was not called to the Bar on account of an unfore- 
seen change of circumstances, to which it is unnecessary further to refer. 

By a mere chance I met a gentleman (an Inspector of National Schools), who visited my 
father on business connected with National Schools, of which he was a patron, and by his 

advice 
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advice I applied for the post of District Inspector. In a short time after I received my 
appointment, which dated from 1st November 1854, and I served within nine months of a 
quarter of a century, during which time I have not been fined, or depressed, or suspended ; 
on the contrary, I have been steadily advanced, according to the rules of the service, 
never having missed a step, receiving the increment of pay for long and efficient service up 
to the very last. I have been permitted to reside during seven years of my service in 
my native county, and at my father’s house, the then Resident Commissioner informing 
me, in the handsomest terms, that “ although it was a thing hardly ever done, yet the 
Commissioners had such confidence in me that he was happy to be able to gratify me, 
without, endangering the efficiency of the public service.” 

I have been selected for special duties, when the exigencies of the service required, and 
many other marks of confidence have been bestowed on me. 

Durincr all those long years I have not gone on sick leave, or exceeded my leave ; and 
during my last year’s service I am sure I had only a very few days’ leave, instead of the 
six weeks to which I was entitled ; and for several weeks I did not avail myself of an 
extra weekly day granted for in-door work, so anxious was I to leave nothing undone for 
the performance of my duty in a satisfactory manner. Offered assistance for the work of 
my district, I refused, stating that as long as I continued to be blessed with health and 
strength I would strive to act without help. 

In a circular, dated 15th December 1874, with respect to the scale and increment of 
pay, this passage occurs : — “ The annual increment will be granted only to efficient men, 
and not as a mere matter of course,” and on the 3rd June 1878 I received this 
intelligence “ I have the pleasure to inform you that the Commissioners have granted 
you the increment of pay accruing to you by length of service.” These quotations will 
be, I have no doubt, sufficient (o prove that I served with efficiency from the 1st Novem- 
ber 1854 to 3rd June 1878, and that I was deserving of having some courtesy and con- 
sideration extended to me on the grounds of long and faithful service. It will be seen 
whether such has been the case. 



II. 

My relations with the present paid Commissioner are as follows : — 

He was associated with me as an Inspector when I was in charge of the Westmeath 
District, and with respect to Convent National Schools, asked me to help these communities 
by recommending extra money grants to be paid them when I had an opportunity. . I 
told him that, being well aware of the general success and usefulness of these establish- 
ments, I would be happy to advance their interests as far as the rules of the Commissioners 
permitted ; soon after, a question arose as to the granting of gratuities for the extra 
instruction of paid monitors in Mullingar Convent National School, and, as by the rules, 
these gratuities could not be properly earned and certified for, unless the extra instruc- 
tion was given outside school hours ; and the conductors of the school declared that the 
instruction was given only during school hours, I, although believing and declaring that 
the extra money was fairly and honestly earned, could not, in face of the instructions, fill 
up the required certificates, and stated so in a report. Mr. Keenan, however, reported 
that the gratuities were properly and regularly earned; and Dr. Newell, then Senior 
Inspect, .r, was sent down to report on the matter in dispute. The following is an extract 
from a letter written to me at the time by Dr. Newell : — “ I go after to-morrow to Mullingar 
to report upon a difference of opinion between you and Mr. Keenan regarding gratuities 
for extra instruction to paid monitors in Mullingar Convent National School, but you need 
have no anxiety as to the result.”* 1 



® In reference to this and other passages in this Statement, the following letter was submitted to the 
Commissioners at their meeting, on the 7th November 1882, when the Statement was under con- 
sideration : — 



“ My dear Sheridan, “ London, 4 November, 1882. 

“ As 1 believe Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald’s appeal against the order for his dismissal from the service of the 
Commissioners will be brought before the Board on Tuesday next, and as I cannot be in attendance to ask 
permission of the Board to say a few words with respect to statements in which Mr. Fitzgerald refers to me, 
I desire that you will kindly read this note at the Board subject to the Chairman’s approval. 

“ I do not wish to press upon a fallen man, even when his fall is due clearly and entirely to his own wil- 
ful action, but as Mr. Fitzgerald has tried to press me into his service, I must very briefly disown the exist- 
ence of the relations that he asserts prevailed between us. . . 

“Since the inquiry at Mullingar (close on ‘25 years ago) my intercourse with Mr. Fitzgerald was 
reserved and cautious. I think I did not see him half-a-dozen times between the year of that inquiry and 

the close of his official career. 

“I more than once spoke with apprehension of his conduct in connection with charges for locomotion, to 
the late and to the present Resident Commissioner. Towards the close of the year 1877, when Sir Patrick 
Keenan was in Malta, and knew nothing whatever of the circumstances of the case, I wrote to Mr. Fitz- 
gerald some of the severest official letters that were ever addressed by me to any Inspector. 

“At this distance of time I cannot undertake to say what I meant to convey by the expression quoted 
by Mr. Fitzgerald, namely, ‘ but you need have no anxiety as to the result.’ I believe Mr. Fitzgerald feared 
removal from the Mullingar district, and that I, in reply, desired to intimate that he need not fear that conse- 
quence. . . 

As to the insinuations (or assertions, for, as well as I can recall his words, they are assertive) that Sir 
Patrick Keenan influenced me against Mr. Fitzgerald, they are simply base and baseless. I do believe that 
no man in the Civil Service of Her Majesty is more exempt from such a charge than my friend Sir P. J. 



Keenan. 



.“Yours, &c. 

‘‘ Wm . H. Newell." 
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The obvious infex-ence in this case will be, I think, that the representations made by- 
Mr. Keenan were such as to impress the mind of the officer who was to hold the inquiry, 
even before that inquiry was held, with their impropriety and irregularity. However, 
Dr. Newell's report upon the case can be referred to, as the reports and documents are, no 
doubt, in the archives of the Education Office ; and I mention the matter here as showing 
how I nvst incurred the animosity of the paid Commissioner, and as being the first exhi- 
bition of animus on his part towards me, to be afterwards fully and fatally developed, as 
his power to injui - c me increased. 

In some time after I refused to certify for the continuance of a grant to a school called 
Balrath, in the County Westmeath — the manager of which was the Reverend Mr. Nulty 
(now Roman Catholic Bishop of Meath) — on account of the unsuitableness of the school- 
house ; this circumstance excited the wrath of the reverend gentleman, and he wrote 
strongly to the Commissioners, taking exception to my report on the subject, but he failed 
to obtain any change of the order; becoming more wrathful, he publicly boasted that he 
had sufficient influence, and would employ it, to have me removed from the district on the 
grounds of my being a freemason, stating that he would make the application for my removal 

to Mr. — , then one of the Commissioners, through Mr. Keenan, who he said was his 

most particular friend. 

It is of the utmost importance to bear in mind that at this time the chief officer of the 
Commissioners in the Inspection Department, with which alone I have to deal, was Mr. 
William M c Creedy. He was solely in charge of the Department at that period, and on 
account of the state of health, &c., of the then secretaries, Mr. M'Creedy was defaclo the 
superior officer at the Education Office ; this will, I Lave no doubt, be admitted without 
dispute. Well, I received at this period a letter from Mr. M'Creedy, of which the follow- 
ing is an extract: — 

“ A base and most insidious attempt is being made to have you l’emoved from your 
present district, on the plea of providing you with a better district by way of promotion ; 
in reality, it is an underhand intrigue to have you punished by the change, because you 
have not permitted a priest atMullingav to have everything his own way, and because you are 
a member of the Freemasons’ Society. This latter circumstance appears to have given 
the greatest offence to a certain gentleman, now almost constantly here, and one of the 
Commissioners (Mr, M. O’ F.) is being moved in the matter. I need, I suppose not, 

inform you that the gentleman who takes such especial interest in you is Mr. K , 

who has considerable influence with the R.C. [Resident Commissioner, then the Right 
Honourable A. MacDonnellJ. I advise you strongly to lose no time in makino - any 
interest you can with one of the Commissioners, who may be in a position to counteract 
this baleful influence which is being employed against you.” 

Upon receipt of this letter I at once wrote to the then Marquis of Kildare, a Com- 
missionei - , stating the circumstances as given in the foregoing extract, mentioning Mr. 
Keenan as the person who was “ intriguing ” against me, and begging of his Lordship not 
to permit my prospects to be injured by plots such as I described, merely because l 
did my duty without showing favour to any one, and because I was a member of a 
loyal society of which his Respected father, the then Duke of Leinster, and Pi - esident of 
the National Boai - d, was Gi'and Master. The Marquis wi’ote a reply as follows : — 

“ I called to-day at the Education Office and asked, as you desii - ed, from Mr. Mac- 
Donnell whether there was a complaint of any kind against you, and why vou were to be 
removed from your district without your consent. 1 was informed that so far from there 
being any complaint against you, the authorities wei - e perfectly satisfied with the manner 
in which you have performed your duties ; that your proposed i - emoval was to give you 
a better district, but that, as you did not wish to change, you were not to be removed,” 

[His Grace the Duke of Leinster, still one of the Commissioners, will perhaps 
remember having been so kind as to take this trouble on my behalf ; and, perhaps, will 
also remember having written the letter above quoted.] 

Soon after, Mr. Keenan was appointed a chief of inspection, ex aquo, with Mr. 
M'Creedy, and 1 received from the latter a communication addressed from “ Greystones,” 
w.iere he was then residing, for the benefit of his health, from which the following is 
extracted : — 

“ You will have perceived from the tone of certain letters lately addressed to you from 

the. Office, that K has been appointed a chief of inspection. Baffled by the prompt 

action which was taken when he intrigued to have you l’emoved from your district, he 
vents a mean and pitiful spite by taking hold of trifles, and sending you annoying letters 
about them; but I shall take care that he works you no harm.” 

In an interview with Mr. M'Creedy and Dr. Newell, the present senior secretary, I 
expressed myself in a despondent manner with respect to the power which Mi - . Keenan 
had, in his then position as one of the chiefs of inspection, of causing me annoyance and 
trouble, and even of endangering the position which I held, when Di - . Newell encouraged 
me by saying, “ Take care of yourself, and we [that is Mr. M c Creedy and himself] will 
take care of you.” 

Years passed by, and nothing occurred to make me believe that Mr. Keenan as paid 
Commissioner, to which position he attained upon the retirement of Sir A. MacDonnell, 

still 
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still nourished feelings of malice and hostility towards me; on the contrary, I learned 
through a mutual acquaintance (a counly court judge) that he was even pleased to 
express himself in terms laudatory of my work as an official; and upon one occasion of a 
delicate character, where charges were brought against a school manager, who was also a 
clergyman, Dr. Newell wrote to me that the Resident Commissioner wished me to investigate 
and to report confidentially on the subject, which I did ; and I really began to think, and 
to hope that the notorious desire of the Resident Commissioner for the success and proper 
working of the system of national education in Ireland, and his wish to retain the services 
of an experienced, faithful, and efficient officer (which I humbly trust I have in the first 
part of this statement, by quotations from the records of the Education Office, proved my- 
self to have been), had completely overshadowed that miserable and “ pitiful spite ” which, 
in the opinion of his then superior officer, actuated him in his conduct towards me. But 
I am now confident that I owed to the friendship of Dr. Newell during these long years 
the protection which I enjoyed, and that when this friendship was suddenly and rudely 
destroyed, the Resident Commissioner only too truly verified the anticipations of Mr. 
M'Creedy as to his vindictiveness, and employed all the force and commanding influence 
of his position for the purpose of my ruin. 

I shall here mention, that since the year 1858, when I received the information from 
the Chief Officer of the Board that “ base and insidious intrigues” were being formed 
against me by M r. Keenan, and that he was actuated by motives of “ mean and pitiful spite,” 
in having official letters written to me, I have not spoken one word to him, nor have I held 
any communication whatsoever personally with him, and only on two occasions through 
Dr Newell; once in the case of the confidential report already referred to, the other 
occasion was when I applied for permission to exchange districts with another officer, which 
I did, through Dr. Newell, when he informed me that Mr. Keenan consented to the 
exchange, on “ condition that I paid my own expenses, ’’ and as I had agreed to pay, and did 
pay, the personal expenses of the other officer in corning from the Worth of Ireland, the 
boon was scarcely one to be thankful fur. 

Influenced by the paid Commissioner, the friendship of Dr. Newell, the senior 
secretary, which I had continuously enjoyed for a period of 23 years, was at this time 
suddenly withdrawn from me, and his protecting regis had scarcely been removed when 
the Fiery Cross appears to have been sent round among the officials at the Education 
Office : the dark decree was issued, an evidently factious alliance was formed against me ; 
and day after day I received letter upon letter of a character most irritating and 
vexatious. The most arbitrary and absolutely dishonest courses were adopted with 
respect to my travelling expenses. I give an example, one of many 

My official engagements at a town called New Ross, at 10.30 a.m., did not admit of my 
returning to Waterford by a steamboat which started at 8.30 a.m. I am asked why I 
did not return by steamboat instead of by road, and in reply, I gave as a reason, that I 
was officially engaged two hours after the steamboat had left ; but my travelling expenses 
were nevertheless promptly “ disallowed.” Again : — 

I attempted to travel on inspection duty in a snow-storm in January 1879, but had to 
return, the road having been blocked up with snow-drifts, and impassable, but I am 
promptly asked in a ponderously sarcastic manner, “whether the trains were also 
prevented from running on account of the snow,” and why I did not travel by train to the 
place, Ballyhale, instead of by road upon this occasion. The only train available was one 
at 7.15 a.m., and the official personage who wrote this letter to me, or caused it to be 
written, might have easily, by referring to a railway guide, ascertained this fact; and I 
could not help on this occasion asking whether it was expected that I should travel on a 
winter’s morning, long before day, and in a snow-storm, being out of health at the time, 
and wait for two-and-a-half hours at a roadside station, until 10 o’clock, when only I 
could begin to perform my duties, after having walked in a foot deep of snow two miles 
from the°station to the school-house, in order to save about 6 s. extra expense for car hire. 
Was the writing of such a letter to me from the Education Office attributable to stupidity 
or to malignity ? It was a part of a regular system to harass and annoy me, and no means 
were left untried to put me in the wrong ; as an example : The caretaker at the model 
schools in Waterford had been reported to me as having been on several occasions drunk 
on the model school premises ; considering this conduct to be most improper, and as the 
man had been previously reported for drunkenness, 1 wrote to the Education Office 
advising his removal, stating that, as manager of the model schools, I could not be 
responsible for the good conduct and discipline of the establishment, in the event of so 
improper an example being permitted, where numbers of the youth of both sexes were 
beino- educated; but only a nominal fine was inflicted, and the man, encouraged by this 
merely nominal penalty in his course of conduct, and thinking that in future he was sure 
to escape punishment, became so drunk and riotous that, upon a second representation of 
his conduct being reported, he was dismissed. He then became a total abstainer, and I 
was informed by a clergyman that he had become quite a reformed character ; always 
desirous of leaning to the side of mercy, I sent forward his certificate of total abstinence 
with a recommendation that, as I believed the man to be a thoroughly reformed 
character, and as he was in other respects a good servant, he might be reinstated in his 
situation ; but my recommendation was curtly refused. Again : — 

One pupil at the model school stabs another pupil with a knife, and the injured boy 
beino- in a dangerous condition, the assailant was arrested by the police authorities ; I 
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considered it to be my duty to make a short report on the matter, and did so ; but I 
promptly received a sharp rebuke, to the effect that “ I should not trouble the office with 
school-boy quarrels and this in a case where the life of one human being was 
endangered, and where another was arrested for what might easily have turned out to be 
homicide, the occurrence also having taken place in a Government educational establish- 
ment. 

Soon after one of the paid monitors at the model school applied for an exceptionally 
long leave of absence, and refused to give the head-master or head-mistress any reasons 
for requiring a leave of absence of so unusually long duration ; under the circumstances 
I refused the leave, but bearing in mind the rebuke which I had previously received as to 
“troubling the office,” I did not report that this monitor had applied for leave of absence ; 
I am, however, promptly gratified with the information that I should at once have notified 
the important matter to the office. Numerous communications, of a character similarly 
exasperating, were received by me, exhibiting the tone of the subordinate officialism at 
the Education Office, as being eager and anxious to catch at anything in my official work 
to cause me trouble and annoyance; but these examples which I have given will suffice. 

I shall couclude this portion of the subject by asking attention to a piece of arrogant 
and insolent persecution on the part of the paid Commissioner which will, I think, be 
considered as unparalleled: — 

Finding a difficulty in obtaining a suitable residence in Waterford, and pending the 
expiry of a term which would enable me to get a suitable house, 1 resided temporarily at 
the County Club-house, Waterford ; by the rules of this establishment no member could 
reside there for more than 14 days at a time ; and under these conditions the county 
court judge, the resident magistrate, the county surveyor, the secretary of the grand jury, 
and myself, resided therefrom time to time. I had a regular office in another place; 
and there were regular reception rooms set apart in the club-house for the use of any 
person who called upon a member on business; but in my case it was well known that I 
attended at niy office on Saturdays, and on the afternoons of Sundays, and all my 
official appointments were made to be held at my office. I was, however, one day 
notified officially to the effect that the paid Commissioner insisted “ that I should at once 
remove from the club and go to a hotel, otherwise that he would at once remove me from 
the district.” I wish here to remark that all the more important Government and county 
officers resided at this club, and to me alone was the indignity to be offered of being 
tyrannically dictated to with respect to my residence. I was to be prevented from residing 
temporarily and for my own convenience at a club, deprived of the society of gentlemen, 
my friends, and relegated to a hotel. I ask was not this an unwarrantable proceeding in 
all respects, and instigated by motives and influences behind which it is not difficult to 
penetrate ? During the time that I was in charge of the couuty Clare district, I resided 
for the most part at the County Club, Ennis ; and the Right Hon. Sir A. MacDonnell, 
late Resident Commissioner, was aware of the fact, as I informed him of it when he 
inquired from me if I had obtained a suitable residence ; but he never even for a moment 
thought of dictating to me as to where I was to reside. It was reserved to a solicitude 
resting merely on a basis of hate, and, to quote poor Mr. M'Creedy, “ pitiful spite ” to 
heap such indignities upon me. 

This then was the position in which I found myself ; my only official friend. 
Dr. Newell, estranged, the paid Commissioner notoriously my enemy, the subordinate 
officials only too eager to seek favour with their chief by worrying and annoying me, a 
general desire on their parts to find an excuse to injure me being apparent, the sword of 
Damocles hanging over my head ; irritated, nervous, sleepless, but still striving, and I 
believe it must be allowed, however unwillingly, successfully striving, to get through my 
daily work without a mistake. In this condition I receive information of a severe family 
affliction, intelligence which considerably increased my mental agitation. And contem- 
poraneously: — 

III. 

I got a letter asking why, upon the 12th of November 1878, three weeks previously, I 
did not travel by a ferry boat and walk, instead of posting and expending 5 s. 6 d. I had 
visited this same place also on the 22nd of the same month, and owing to this period being 
less remote, and in consequence of my nervous condition of mind, and the family trouble 
in which I was in at the time, I replied hurriedly, mistaking the dates, and answered the 
letter asking for information as to the occurrences of the 12th, as if that letter had asked 
for information as to the occurrences of the 22nd; a mistake which under any circum- 
stances might have easily taken place. On the 12t.h I was occupied on duty respecting 
the very same business as on the 22nd, but on this day (the 12th) T was justly warranted 
in charging in my weekly financial return 10 s., instead of 5 .9. 6 d., having visited, as a 
necessary and essential part of my duty, a gentleman who lived at some distance ; but I 
was so careful not to leave any chance of exception being taken to any action on my part, 
that, by this very caution, I offered the chance and the occasion of which my unscru- 
pulous enemies have not been slow to avail themselves. 

Had I made the claim of 10s. no exception whatsoever could be taken to the charge, 
but having claimed 5 s. 6 d., my letter, which was really a defence of my claim for the 
same sum on the 22nd, in error, is brought up as a reason for my dismissal ; and the 
missing of a document from my papers, added to the marked deterioration of my memory at 

the 
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Jie time, rendered me, and I admit it freely, incapable of giving a suitable explanation 
when an inquiry was held into the case ; but how often it is found that business anxiety 
and an over desire to discharge official duties, produces an unsettled state of mind 
sometimes even culminating in suicide There was nothing whatsoever to prevent me 
from giving at the time of the inquiry an explanation which could not be considered 
otherwise than satisfactory, except that the document to which I have alluded was missing 
and needed to refresh my memory, which was defective at the time on account of the many 
circumstances which I have detailed. As soon, however, as the document which had been 
missing was found by me, I lost no time in going to see tlie senior inspector who held the 
inquiry, and in a very few minutes explained to him how it was that I was not able to 
account for writing the letter upon which the whole case hinged. [I request in the 
interests of justice, most particular attention to this portion of the statement,] The 
gentleman referred to honestly, and in the most straightforward manner, said that he at 
oncesaw how important my representation was, and wrote me a letter to the following 

“ 1 have no hesitation in admitting to you that had the representation you have now 
made to me been made and established at the inquiry held by my colleague and me in 
January last, the opinion I then formed would have been materially modified in your 
favour, and I would certainly consider it only fair and reasonable that you should have 
the benefit of a fresh inquiry.” 

He also wrote to the Commissioners an official letter stating that I had made 
representations to him which warranted him in advising that it was only “ fair and 
reasonable ” that I should have the benefit of a fresh inquiry. He was, however, curtly 
informed that the Commissioners “ declined to adopt his suggestion.” 

Here,' therefore, was the senior officer, deputed by the Commissioners to hold an 
inquiry, stating officially that it was “ only fair and reasonable,” on account of important 
evidence, new and additional evidence, appearing in my favour, that I should have a 
re-hearing of the case; and so confident was I that, in the bare interests of justice and 
fair play, I should not be refused, that I did not, as I had intended doing, openly and 
strongly object to the paid Commissioner taking any part in the case as a judge, for the 
reasons set forth in this statement. 

I did not adopt this course for obvious reasons ; but if I had not been dazed and crushed 
by my misfortunes I would surely have remembered that a few days after my dismissal 
an acquaintance, a county court judge, most good-naturedly called in my interests upon 
the paid Commissioner to. whom he was known, and inquired from him whether there 
were grounds for believing that the Commissioners would re-consider my case. His 
answer, viz. “None whatsoever,” is and should be memorable, as showing that he 
unhesitatingly assumed the functions of the other nineteen Commissioners, arbitrarily 
declaring his personal predominance, and the absolutism of his sway, and pronouncing his 
judgment even before the question as to a re-hearing of the case was officially brought 
forward. Well, if there was not more than reasonable suspicion that he "had been 
influenced by personal feelings against me, the eminent position which he occupies 
would w arrant the gravest weight being attached to his opinion. Eut are the other 
Commissioners prepared to abdicate their proper functions ? 1 hope not ; I trust not. 

1 shall here ask with great respect the Commissioners who took part in the inquiries 
which were made with regard to this case, whether it was not notorious, otherwise I should 
not. have heard of it, and even remarked by some of the Commissioners themselves, how 
“ Ziarif ” upon me the paid Commissioner leaned, and whether his position as resident 
Commissioner had not, as it justly should have had, if he was unprejudiced, commanding 
influence and force with the majority of the Commissioners in leading their decision. 

Can then any explanation be afforded as to why a re-hearing of the case was 
refused ? 

Attention to the following account of an incident which took place soon after my 
dismissal, and which I have only just now learned, will, I think, go far towards an 
elucidation of the mystery. 

In February 1879, soon after my dismissal, a gentleman of high position and 
character, whose name I am not at present at liberty to mention, as I have only just 
written to him, asking for permission to employ it, called on the paid Commissioner as 
my friend, and in my interest. My friend spoke, I believe, favourably of me and said 
something, as I am informed, about my long and faithful service, and as to my case being 
a hard one, when the paid Commissioner said : “ Very sad, indeed, but there is no chance 
at all for this officer [myself] as I have here 17 reports signed by him, all upon one 
school (Ferrybank), and he has stated that pupils were present on these occasions, when 
in point of fact there was not, nor ever had been, a single pupil in these schools ; he 
could be dismissed on any one of these reports.” “ Here,” said the high official of the 
Board of National Education, “ it is in Mack and white, look for yourself; after the name, 
Ferrybank Female Applicant School, you see 30 pupils entered as being present on the 
12th November 1878, and after the name, Ferrybank Infant Applicant School, you see 
33 pupils entered as being present ; now I pledge my honour that there never was a pupil 
in attendance at these schools.” 

My friend looks sorrowful, mutters that it is a bad case, shakes his head and departs ; 
and for three years he is firmly impressed with the belief that I am a liar. 

Well, paradoxical as it may appear, the Mephistophelean phase in connection with 
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this matter is, that this assertion of the paid Commissioner to the gentleman who acted as 
my friend on the occasion was perfectly correct. There never had been a pupil present in 
the schools, and the entry under heading “ numbers present,” in my journal, of 30 and 33 
pupils respectively, pointed out to my friend by the paid Commissioner, had no existence 
in reality ; there was not a single pupil present ; I admit it freely. 

With whom, then, lay the mis-statement ? My friend, I suppose, thought with pain 
and sorrow it was with me ; and so I think would anyone who was not an expert and 
conversant with official educational business. This is the case for the paid Commissioner, 
and it looks black enough for me; however, “ Exaudi alteram partem.” 



Refer to the accompanying transcript from my Journals : — 



Date. 


Schools Visited. 


1 Class of Report. 


Numbers 

Present. 


Tuesday, 12lh November, 
1878 - 


Kilculliheen Male National School - 

- ditto - Female - ditto 
Ferrybank Female Applicant School 

- ditto - Infant - ditto 


Primary Appli- 
cation. 

- ditto - 


64 

43 

© 

© 


Friday, 22nd November j 


Ferrjbar.lc Application - 


Primary Appli- 
cation. 


- 




Kilculliheen Female National School 


Results 


54 



There are here specified the only two occasions upon which I ever inspected these 
schools, viz., on the 12th November 1878, and on the 22nd of same month; so much 
for the 17 reports ; this is the first “ inaccurate presentment of facts,” which I think is 
disposed of. The transcript is an accurate copy taken from my weekly journals or bills 
of work, the originals being in the Education Office, for the above dates, viz., 12th and 
22nd November 1878 ; for the 22nd it will be observed that under the head of “ numbers 
present,” and after the name, Ferrybank Application, there is no entry made, so that the 
calumny does not lie in that direction. After the date, 12th November 1878, and after 
the names, Ferrybank Female and Infant Application cases, and under the heading 
“numbers present,” there appears an entry of 30 and 33 respectively. This is what was, 
I have no doubt, pointed out to my friend, with the remark : “ Look ; this is false, there 
was not one pupil at these schools on this day ; there never has been a pupil in these 
schools.” W ell, please to observe that around the entries 30 and 33 there are circles 3 
drawn ; a mark well known to every officer of the National Board to represent “ no 
value,” but “ that there is an explanation,” and that attention is drawn to the numbers 
“ encircled ” for a particular purpose. The explanation of why the entries of 30 and 33 
were made, although no pupil was present, is simple enough, and is as follows: The 
“ application ” was for the purpose of transferring the female pupils, over seven years, 
from the Kilculliheen Female National School to the Ferrybank Female Applicant 
School, and the female pupils from the same school, under seven years, as well as the 
infant boys from the Kilculliheen Male National School (the Kilculliheen National 
Schools being distant about half a mile) to the Ferrybank Infant Applicant School; now, 
the female pupils over seven years (of the 43 which were entered as being present on that 
day at the Kilculliheen Female National School), were just 30, there remain 13 under 
7 years (or infants), and these added to 20 infant boys in ihe Kilculliheen Male National 
School (out of 64 entered as present on that day), and who were to be transferred, make 
just 33, which is the entry opposite to Ferrybank Infant Applicant School in the 
journal ; both these numbers, it will be observed, are “ encircled,” and the eminent 
personage who blackened my name to my friend, as well as to any of the Commissioner’s 
who interested themselves on my behalf, knew full well, as did the lowest clerk in the 
Education Office, that the “ encircling ” meant that the figures enclosed had “ no value,” 
but that the entries were made for the purpose of directing attention to the answer given 
in the “ Application Report,” which is a most elaborate document, containing several 
score of queries; one of these queries is: “ How many pupils were present on the day of 
your visit? ” Answer, “None, hut there are 30 girls and 33 infant hoys and girls, marked in 
journal and ‘ encircled ,’ whom it is proposed to withdraw from the. neighbouring schools of 
Kilculliheen Male and Female, to attend these new schools.” The Report is to be seen, and 
the “ encircled ” entries in the journal, in point of fact, represented the proposed attend- 
ance in the new schools. Again, what in Heaven’s name could be the reason assigned for 
my inventing an imaginary attendance except a morbid desire to state a gratuitous false- 
hood ; 
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hood ; also, when for more than a year, as is to be seen by this “ Statement,” every 
possible means were sought to “ trap ” me, is it to be thought for an instant that the 
“ mean and pitiful spite ” of the paid Commissioner would not have joyously seized upon 
this opportunity for effecting it, if he bad dared to do so ? 

I have said that every officer and clerk of the Board of National Education, nay, even 
the “ Fourpenny Monitors,” are acquainted with the meaning of the entry of figures with 
circles around them. In results’ examination rolls, when a “ pass ” is “ encircled,” it is 
of no value, no money is earned by a “ pass ” so encircled. So far back as 2nd September 
1873 a circular was issued explaining the meaning and employment of “encircled” 
figures; but to set the matter entirely and completely at rest I was asked, according to 
the policy of exasperation adopted towards me at that period, for an explanation of these 
very “ encircled ” figures in my journal ; I gave an explanation saying that there were no 
pupils in the schools, and that these “ encircled” figures represented the pi-oposed attend- 
ance, and I then received a letter from the Education Office, dated 3rd December 1878, 
requesting me to explain “ how it was necessary for me to spend four hours on the 
business of the Ferry bank Applicant Schools on the 12th November, as it now appears 
there were no pupils in attendance there." All these documents are in the archives of the 
Education Office, and can of course be referred to for the purpose of proving my state- 
ment. 

To the right honourable and learned Commissioner who kindly sought to obtain 
justice for me, although quite unknown to him, I here humbly offer my heartfelt thanks, 
and I sincerely trust that when he reads these words of mine he will find some explana- 
tion for a circumstance upon which I understand lie remarked with some degree of 
surprise and sorrow, namely, “ That no official in the Education Office had a good word 
to say for me.” 

Curiously enough, at this time of writing I have before me a letter written to me by 
an official gentleman, who, with the best possible motives, strove to accommodate the 
strained relations which began to exist between me and the “ office.” He says : — 

“ I called at the office to-day ; Mr. was away, so that I could not ascertain his 

opinion ; but both Mr. and Mr. spoke of you in the highest terms ; the latter 

appears most particularly favourable to you, and said that he always found you to be 
most regular-.” 

This is, I think, the place to state, with the greatest earnestness, that I disclaim the 
remotest intention of even hinting at the slightest want of confidence in the honour and 
justice of any one of the other Commissioners. I am only too anxious that my case should 
be adjudicated upon by them, or by a committee of their number, the paid Commissioner 
occupying one of the positions which he has assumed, that of accuser, but not that of 
judge: I shall offer no objection whatsoever to his employing against me the entire staff of 
the Education Office ; but I appeal for justice, simply to be heard; I am prepared, as I 
was in May 1879, when my memorial for a re-hearing of the case was refused, to explain 
anything and everything in a satisfactory manner in connection with a case which has 
been “sprung” against me, and which has been conducted so disingenuously, and in 
which my state of mind has been snatched at as an opportunity for effecting my ruin. 

Let any fair and impartial person but observe the manner in which the case has been 
got up against me : — 

Eighteen days are allowed to elapse before 1 am called on to explain an occurrence 
which had, in my then nervous state of mind, amounting to mental disorder of a certain 
character, been confused with other occurrences at the same place, but at another time ; 
then after more than a month I am informed that a letter which I wrote several weeks 
previously is considered “ unsatisfactory,” without even quoting the letter or any por- 
tion of it [of this letter I had kept no copy, having written it. in a hurry, as I was travel- 
ling on duty when I answered it]. Even a common criminal is supplied with a copy of 
affidavits made against him. Should it not have been fairly and openly^ stated, “ You are 
accused of this, or that,” in order that I might, be in a position to prepare a defence ? 
No such thing. I looked upon the matter as being only an additional piece of annoyance 
and teasing, on a par with the letter which asked why I did not travel by train at 
7.15 o’clock on a morning in January, and with others of a similar character, and took no 
trouble about defending myself, believing that the only action which could be taken was 
the disallowing of 5 s. 6 d., which I claimed as travelling expenses. 

I shall here offer a few observations with respect to the letter of 29th January 1879, 
notifying to me my dismissal from the service of the Board. 

In the second paragraph of that letter this passage occurs : — “ You state that on the 
12tli of November you travelled by post car from Waterford to the Kilculliheen and 
Ferrybank National Schools and back, incurring,” &c., &c. This statement is entirely 
incorrect, and I fear it has been deliberately penned for an improper purpose, as I shall 
show. Had I really made this statement it would not be possible to maintain the truth 
of my representation, of my positive assertion, borne out by the evidence of a gentleman 
of the highest character, and holding a high office under the Crown, that I travelled on 
this day to Mr. Dennehy’s on business connected with the Ferrybank Application 
School; therefore it has been invented, planned, and employed for the purpose of pre- 
venting the other Commissioners, when the case came before them for a re-hearing, from 
learning the true facts of the case, and with the design of prejudicing my cause. I 
did not, and I could not, state that I travelled to Ferrybank National School on the 
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12th November, as is incorrectly alleged, because there was no such national school in 
existence at the time ; what I did state, and what I still state, is, that I travelled from 
Waterford to Kilculliheen National School and to Ferrybank Primary Application 
School and back, and that I charged for that journey 5 s. 6 d., although the actual cost to 
me was 10 s. ; and I maintain that I was justified in claiming the larger sum, having 
posted to a gentleman’s house on business essentially connected with the application, and 
in compliance with paragraph 125 of the rules and regulations of the Commissioners of 
National Education. I charged in my financial return only the smaller sum, as, having 
transacted my official business, 1 also dined at the house of the gentleman referred to ; 
had 1 not dined out the charge for carriage hire would have been 5 s. 6 d., but as I 
remained out till 10 o’clock p.m., the claim was 10 s., which I did not feel myself at 
liberty to charge, as there was no actual necessity that I should remain out so long; had 
I charged the larger instead of the smaller sum, even the most inventive ingenuity would 
be at fault to substantiate a charge against me of “ unjustly claiming.” 

In my letter of the 29th November, referred to in the third paragraph of the letter of 
dismissal, in reply to your letter of the previous day, it is evident to anyone not tainted 
with “malice” or “pitiful spite,” that I wrote at the time, giving as I believed the 
account of the occurrence of the 22nd (in error) for those of the 12th ; the places and the 
time spent were identical, and it was a most natural mistake, considering the circum- 
stances, which I have already specified more than once ; I say in that letter of the 29th, 
according to the quotation in the letter of dismissal which I accept, as I did not keep a 
copy of the letter, “ I did not feel it safe to set with wet feet for five hours I did sit on 
the 22nd for five hours, as the inspection was for results. I did not sit on the 12th for 
five hours as the greater part of that time was occupied in moving from one school-house 
to another, in taking dimensions of the new school-house and rooms in the applicant 
schools, and in travelling to see parties interested in the application. Therefore, it is 
clear that when I Wrote the letter of the 29th, hurriedly, as I have be'ore stated, the 
occurrences of the 22nd, and not those of the 12th, were in my mind. 

In the fourth paragraph of the same letter this passage occurs ; “ It is estab- 
lished that the expenditure you sought by such pretences to obtain payment for 

from the Commissioners, was really incurred by you in going to dine with Mr. Dennehy 
that evening.” 

Upon a former occasion I took the liberty of offering a mild remonstrance with respect 
to this very unfair way of putting the matter; I am obliged now, after a lengthened 
reticence, to state in reply that the assertion is not correct, as I distinctly, in my evidence 
and in my letter of the 11th January 1879, to the Inspectors who held the inquiry, stated 
my reasons for claiming only half the money which I actually expended. In this letter 
Isay I afterwards drove to Killaspy, 3J miles, and had a further lengthened inter- 
view with Mr. Dennehy (regarding the application), [see his letter. No. 1], I stated in 
my journal that I travelled five miles, whereas l travelled more than nine miles, and my 
charge for travelling was 5 s. 6 d.” This is an extract from Mr. Dennehy’s letter 
referred to, lodged in the Education Office, and marked [No. 1]. “I can only state that 
Fitzgerald had a conversation with me on the morning referred to on my way to my office, 
regarding these schools; I asked him to come out to dinner, and said we could talk the 
matter over at our leisure ; I know also that he did drive out and that we had a further 
conversation as to the establishment of the new schools, in which I had taken an 
interest.” 

Must it not have been therefore “ spite ” of the most “ pitiful ” character that could, 
with this statement en evidence, give inspiration to the penning of the passage from 
the letter of 29th January 1879, quoted above, viz., “ the expenditure was really incurred 
in going to dine at seven o’clock.” 

In order that my attention should be further distracted, another matter, pronounced 
“unsatisfactory,” vvas also entered into; it referred to the time occupied by me on a 
certain day in official duty, a paltry attempt at further humiliation and embarrassment; 
it turned out, as was to be expected, a “ bogus ” charge. 

The whole thing was what is termed a “ surprise,” a charge sprung, changes watched, 
and circumstances handled, to gain the object desired, and no opportunity has been 
afforded to me for defence or explanation. 

Is it not a sound principle, and one which ought not to be departed from, that all pleas of 
the nature set forth by me should be considered when substantially advanced ? Can any- 
thing be required stronger than the statement of the senior Inspector who held the 
inquiry, that it was “ only fair and reasonable ” that the case should be re-heard ? 

The duty and the grave responsibility will be admitted to lie solemnly on the Commis- 
sioners, not to suffer one with nigh a quarter of a century of faithful service, with nigh a 
quarter of a century of good record in that service, and who had every right to expect 
to be able to close his days in the enjoyment of an honourable retirement, after a laborious 
life in the public service, to remain prostrated, ruined, and disgraced, at the bidding of 
one who thus undertook the double part of accuser and judge, and who has clearly 
subordinated to his feelings of malice towards me his proper duties as paid Commissioner 
of the Board. 

I trust, hopefully, that wise counsels and the divine light of justice will prevail, and 
that a grievous wrong, an act of the most monstrous oppression, and a glaring instance of 
cruelty and tyranny, will be removed, by giving me an opportunity of proving my com- 
plete innocence of the charge which has been brought against me. 

Shall 
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Shall it go forth to the country, as it must if it is necessary that the case should be 
brought before Parliament, that the Commissioners suffered their freedom of action to be 
subordinated to the arbitrary will of one of their own body, and allowed to become 
dominant the arrogant influence of one against whom there are tangible facts to prove 
that he was actuated by “base malice” and “ pitiful spite”; and that they refused to 
listen to an explanation which they were asked to do, as a matter of “ fairness and reason- 
ableness,” by the very officer who held the inquiry, an application which was brought 
forward and backed by one of their own body, an able and distinguished judge. 

Doubtless in this letter statements have been put forward by me which shall cause 
offence, but I have striven to keep as far as possible within the lines of moderation ; and 
I can safely say that no exception can be taken to anything that I have written on the 
score of untruthfulness, exaggeration, or malice. It is more than probable, nay, almost 
certain, that had I put forward this statement which I now make at the time when, in May 
1879, I memorialized the Commissioners for a re-consideration of my case, I should have 
had my request granted ; but I was confident that, notwithstanding the powerful enmity 
operating against me, and of which I was aware, the formal application of the senior 
officer who held the inquiry, “ that it was only fair and reasonable that a fresh inquiry 
should be granted,” would be in justice and fairness complied with, and I did not there- 
fore take the course which I have now no alternative but to adopt. 

The shock caused by so frightful a punishment for a fault of which I was entirely 
innocent, added to the anxiety and grief caused by a severe family affliction, has had the 
effect of completely paralysing my energies and wholly prostrating me for more than 
three years ; and it is quite possible I should have continued in this dead sea of apathy if, 
in arranging some papers, I had not found those old letters of my poor dear friend, 
McCreedy, from which I have quoted, and which in the faded writing and paper yellow 
with age appealed to me dumbly, but in language energetic and uncompromising, in 
denunciation of the “ base and insidious intrigues,” the “mean and pitiful spite” of the 
present paid Commissioner. 

My reasons for not bringing my case directly before Parliament without making a last 
appeal to the Commissioners for justice, are : that I have the profoundest respect for the 
character and honour of the Commissioners, with one exception; that hitherto the 
circumstances of the case have never been made known to them, many of them perhaps 
never having had any knowledge of it whatsoever ; that I firmly believe and trust that 
every one of the Commissioners would allow no personal consideration for one of their 
body to stand in the way of simple justice. Again, I have asked myself, is this a weight 
which added to every other in those miserable times, the Chief Secretary should be called 
on to bear ; or rather, should not the Commissioners themselves, who number in their 
body some of the most learned and eminent men of the present day, deal with the 
case ? 

It may not be intrusive to assume that this statement shall have the effect of justice* 
however tardy, being done to me, and that the Commissioners will be pleased to grant a 
re-hearing of my case ; but as it must of course be the last application of the kind that I 
can make, it is only right and proper that I should indicate the course which I propose to 
adopt in the event of this my final appeal to the Commissioners being rejected ; I, how- 
ever, most emphatically disclaim even the remotest intention or desire of holding out a 
threat in thus declaring what action I purpose taking, which is, that in case I am still 
denied a re-hearing, I shall be reluctantly constrained to place my case, in the present 
Session, in the hands of friends in both Houses of Parliament. 

I now here formally offer to allow any accredited officer of the Board of National 
Education to take copies of all the letters quoted and referred to in this Statement. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) J. G. Fitzgerald, A.B., T.C.D. 



Seaview, Eing, Dungarvan, Co. "Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 30 June 1882. 

With respect to the application for a re-hearing of my case which I forwarded to you 
on the 24th instant, I beg formally to protest against any decision being arrived at, with- 
out first giving an opportunity to the Commissioners, who are judges, and who shall have 
to be necessarily absent on their circuits, to offer their respective opinions with regard to 
affording me the benefits of a fresh inquiry. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c., &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 
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University Club, Sunday, 

Dear Mr. Newell, 2 July 1882. 

I perceive on the paper for Tuesday next an application from Mr. Fitzgerald, former 
Inspector, for an inquiry. I was not present, so far as my recollection serves me, when 
the case was dealt with, but I mentioned to a gentleman (who asked me to attend) that I 
would on the present application on his part, which I understood was for some further 
inquiry into the case. On Tuesday next all the circuits will be out, so that it occurs to me 
the Commissioners would be likely to postpone the matter, and perhaps you would mention 
it, or will Mr. Sheridan, if he is in attendance. 

Faithfully, &c. 
(signed) M. Morris. 



Extract from Minutes of Board of 4th July 1882. 

B. O., 4th July 1882. 

Commissioners present : 

James W. Murland, Esq., A.H. I Right Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, D.L. 

Rev. Charles L, Morell. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, K.C.M.G., Resi- 

Sir Robert Kane, ll.d., f.r.s. | dent Commissioner. 

Submitted statement (982-82), dated 9th June (received 26th June) in print, from 
Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, who was dismissed from the office of District Inspector of National 
Schools by Board’s order, 28th January 1879, for making a fraudulent charge for posting, 
and whose case was subsequently before the Board on 4th February, 29th April, 13th 
May, and 20th May 1879. 

Read letter (1044-82c), dated 2nd instant, from the Right Hon. Lord Chief Justice 
Morris, addressed to Secretary, Dr. Newell, in which he states that he mentioned to a 
gentleman that he would be present at Board when Mr. Fitzgerald’s case was to be co- 
sidered, and that he thinks it likely the Board will postpone the matter, as “ on Tuesday 
next [this day] all the circuits will be out.” 

Read also letter (1025-82c), dated 30th June, from Mr. Fitzgerald, protesting against 
any decision being arrived at without first giving an opportunity to the Commissioners 
who are judges, and who shall have to be necessarily absent on their circuits, to offer 
their respective opinions with regard to affording him the benefits of a fresh inquiry. 

Ordered , — That in consideration of Chief Justice Morris’s letter, this case will be post- 
poned until the first meeting of the Board in November next. 



(1061-82 c.) 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 

10 July 1882. 

Gentlemen, — In connection with the statement which I forwarded to you on the 
24th ultimo, to be laid before the Commissioners of National Education, I have to request 
that this letter also may be placed before the Board at their meeting for the consideration 
of my case. 

In pages 14 and 15 of the “ Statement ” I have observed that in the letter of the 
29th January 1879, from your office, notifying to me my dismissal from the service of the 
Board, the reasons for that action on the part of the Commissioners are based upon state- 
ments contained in three paragraphs, two of which I have asserted to be seriously inaccu- 
rate, and the other so capable of an easy, natural, and satisfactory explanation, that the 
inquiring officer, having heard it, wrote at once to the Commissioners, stating that it was 
“ only fair and reasonable ” that the benefit of a fresh inquiry should be afforded to me. 

It will not be, I am sure, considered unreasonable by the Commissioners if I assume 
that this document, dealing as it did solemnly and gravely with the prospects in life, and 
with the honour, hitherto unstained, of an officer of the Board with a record of nearly 
25 years of faithful and efficient service, should have been shaped with great care, and its 
every phrase duly weighed, and, most unquestionably, that it should have been drawn 
up in strict accordance with facts. 

But what is the truth respecting this letter ? In regard to the paragraph commencing 
“ It is, therefore, established, &c.,” I quote a letter (page 15) lodged in the Education 
Office, and marked No. I, which entirely and absolutely contradicts this statement; and 
to the paragraph beginning (page 14), “ You state in your Journal that you travelled 
to Ferry bank National Schools, &c.,” I give the most absolute and unquali- 
fied denial. 

I am,, however, far from hoping or expecting that my assertion, however emphatic, or 
my denial, however strong, should be adopted by the Commissioners. What I do hope 
and expect is, that the Commissioners, in the interest of truth, of justice, and of fairness, 

will 
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will require that these documents shall be produced before them, and their correctness 
proved, or their inaccuracy admitted. 

Have I stated on my journal or elsewhere, as is asserted, that I travelled to Ferry bank 
National School ? 

Was there such a national school in existence at the time ? 

I emphatically say no to each question, and I explain in page 15 of my Statement, sixth 
line from the top, how this seemingly unimportant misstatement has been employed to 
warp the judgment of those honourable Commissioners who sought to obtain from me a 
re hearing of my case at the time of my dismissal. 

The following incident, which occurred soon after my dismissal, will serve to show of 
what vital importance to my case it is that there should be no misunderstanding on this 
point, and that it should be put with the greatest clearness before the Commissioners. 

At the time of my dismissal one of the Commissioners, the only member of the Board 
to whom I personally applied, sent to the Education Office for the papers connected with 
the case, and kindly afforded me an interview, but unfortunately of less than live minutes’ 
duration. He said, “ But I see you admit that you posted to Ferrybank National School ; ” 
quoting from the very letter of dismissal, the correctness of which I absolutely and em- 
phatically deny. On account of the numerous and important engagements of the honour- 
able Commissioner referred to, and my serious illness occurring at the same time, I had 
no opportunity afforded to me of offering a suitable explanation to him, but I have no 
doubt but that the gentleman will recollect the conversation to which I have alluded. 

I am prepared, in the event of the Commissioners being pleased to hear me, to explain 
anything and everything which I have either written or said, or any apparent discrepan- 
cies of evidence which may have occurred in connection with the case in an entirely 
satisfactory manuer. 

It is my present intention to forward a copy of this letter, when printed, to each mem- 
ber of the Board, but you will be good enough to bear in mind that I have formally 
asked that it should be produced at the meeting of the Commissioners, to be held for the 
consideration of my case. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



.Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 
Gentlemen, _ 21 July 1882. 

I beg to ask that you will be good enough to inform me when it is proposed that the 
statement of my case, which I forwarded to your office on the 24th ultimo, shall come 
before the Board of National Education. 

My reason for seeking information with respect to this matter is, that I may be pre- 
pared, in the event of the Commissioners refusing my applicatiou for a re-hearing, to 
place the case, without delay, in the hands of friends in both Houses of Parliament. 

I am, See. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



(1133-82 c.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, 24 July 1882. 

In reply to your letter of the 21st instant, I am directed to state that the consideration 
of your communication of the 24th June, with the printed statement enclosed, is fixed for 
the first meeting of the Board in November next. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) William II. Newell, Secretary. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford. 



(1 147-82 c.) 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 24 July 1882. 

Adverting to my case, a statement of which I forwarded to you on the 24th ultimo, 
and, in view of a consideration by the Board of National Education of my application for 
a re-hearing, I beg formally to submit through you, and with great respect to the Com- 
missioners, my request that, in the interests of truth and justice, Mr. Patterson, Head 
Inspector, should be asked to attend the meeting of the Board, for the purpose of giving 
evidence which I consider to be of vital importance in the matter. 

Mr. Patterson was the chief officer of the Board to whom the inquiry was entrusted, 
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and upon whose report my dismissal was ostensibly based, and he can say whether it is 
not a fact that I explained to him the writing of a letter, which, in itself, bears internal 
evidence that it was written in error, so satisfactorily, that he at once wrote to your office 
saying that it was “ only fair and reasonable ” that I should have a fresh inquiry. He can 
also say whether both he and his colleague at the inquiry did not state that the whole 
case hinged upon this explanation, which I was quite unable to give at the time, on 
account of a leaf of my journal being missing, and needed to refresh my memory, which 
was impaired at the time. I take leave also to say that any discrepancy between my 
statement at the inquiry and those of the Rev. Mr. Dnnphy are easily explainable by the 
confusion in my mind of the occurrences of the 12th and 22nd of November, upon both 
which days I had interviews with the Rev. Mr. Dunphy, and by the absence of the docu- 
ment referred to, which would have re-called the occurrences of these days to my recol- 
lection. 

In my journal the sum of 5 s. 6 d. is set down as being “ charged for,” as indicated by 
the column heading of the journal, and, as I have several times explained, was claimed 
with perfect legitimacy, seeing that it is established that I travelled on business connected 
with the Ferry bank application case on that day, and, in accordance with paragraph 125 
of the rules and regulations of the Commissioners of National Education, and that I 
actually expended double the sum charged. 

An influential member of the Board has been requested to make the required applica- 
tion regarding the attendance of Mr. Patterson to give evidence at the meeting of the 
Board for the consideration of my case, and I am happy to believe that he will undertake 
to do so ; the other subjects specified in this letter have also been brought specially under 
the notice of some of the Commissioners, but I. think it right and proper to bring these 
matters formally to the notice of the Board, through you, and hope you will be good 
enough to take the necessary action with this view, and also that you will produce, for 
the information of the Board at their meeting for the consideration of my case, any letters, 
this letter inclusive, which I have addressed to your office since I forwarded to you my 
statement on the 24th of June last. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 

Education Office, Marlborough-street, Dublin. 



(1181.82 c.) 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, Co. Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 29 July 1882. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, informing me that 
my case was to be taken into consideration at the first meeting of the Board in November 
next. 

I beg to express my extreme gratitude for the kind and just course adopted by the 
Commissioners, but as I have been made aware from most undoubted authority that it was 
proposed to dispose of my case upon the very day on which it came forward, only that an 
influential member of the Board intervened and procured its postponement, I have been 
advised for my own protection to have a “ Question ” put by friends in both Houses of 
Parliament, but not without the knowledge, and I hope the approval, of some of the 
Commissioners. 

A copy of the proposed “Question ” is herewith enclosed, in order that ample time may 
be afforded for the preparation of the answer to it, and I have supplied marginal notes 
which will enable reference to be made to those portions of my printed “ Statement ” 
wherein proofs of the facts specified will be found. 

Lord Carlingford and the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant will be also informed 
with sufficient minuteness regarding the course which I propose to take ; copies of my 
statement and the proposed Question will be supplied to them, and the date upon which 
the communication has been sent to your office shall also be known to them, in order that 
no unnecessary delay may arise in obtaining an anwer to the proposed Question when 
asked in both Houses of Parliament. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. & c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



I desire that it should be distinctly understood with respect to the proposed Parliamen- 
tary Question, that I disclaim the remotest intention of even insinuating a want of confi- 
dence in the honour and justice of the Commissioners as a body, but I have asserted in 
my “ Statement ” that my ruin has been achieved by hostile influences in the Office and 
Department of National Education, and this I hope to prove to the Commissioners and to 
Parliament by setting prominently before them the facts in the “ Question ” which 
cannot be truthfully controverted. 
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Proposed “ Question.” 

With respect to the case of Mr. Fitzgerald, summarily dismissed from the Office of 
District Inspector under the Board of National Education, Ireland, after a faithful, 
efficient, and uninterrupted service, and a stainless record of nearly 25 years, and the 
consideration of whose application for a full inquiry has been most kindly undertaken by 
the Board at their first meeting to be held in November next : Whether it is not apparent 
that hostile influences in the Department of National Education, Ireland, have led to 
Mr. Fitzgerald’s dismissal, and have hitherto prevented him from being afforded the 
benefit of a full inquiry into his case, and whether this is not evidenced in the following 
facts : — 

I. The letter of dismissal dated 29th January 1879, contains three paragraphs in See page 14 “ State- 
which are specified the reasons for the action taken. In the first paragraph the assertion ment.’’ 

is entirely incorrect and without foundation in fact. In the second — regarding the No such National School as 
writing of a certain letter, the circumstance is easily explainable, and has beeu explained m exls ence a 

as a simple and natural error, and the third paragraph is entirely disproved by documen- Internal evidence (same 
tary evidence of an unexceptionable character. page) that the letter was 

... written in error. 

Whether this is not so ? See page 15. 

Mr. Dennehy’s letter 
markedNo.l,lodgedin Edu- 
cation Office and quoted. 

II. The inquiring officer of the Board made representations to the Department stating g ee page g 0 f statement, 
that it was “only fair and reasonable ” that a fresh inquiry should be held, and the middle of page, 
refusal of his request to this effect, unless hostile influences were employed, is quite 

inexplicable. 

Whether this is not so ? 

III. Tangible evidence of the hostile influences referred to is procurable, and has been See page 17 of Statement 
duly proffered and placed .at the disposal of the Secretaries of the Board of National of last paragraph. 
Education, Dublin. 

Whether this is not so ? 



Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, County Waterford, 
Sirs, 14 August 1882. 

On the 29th July last I forwarded to you the copy of a “ Question” which, with respect 
to my case, I proposed to have asked in both Houses of Parliament. Since the date of 
my letter I have received, addressed either directly to myself or to mutual friends, assur- 
ances from some of the most influential and prominent members of the Board of National 
Education, to the effect that my case should receive “ the most earnest and careful 
attention,” that. “ the fullest justice would be afforded to me by the Board,” with other 
expressions of a similar character, leaving no doubt on my mind that the Commissioners 
who wrote in this strain were fully alive to the absolute necessity of extending to me the 
simple justice which I have asked, and not denied to the meanest criminal in the land, of 
being heard in my own defence. 

I have therefore determined to postpone for the present having the question referred 
to asked in Parliament, as I consider that by adopting this course I shall show more 
respect to, and exhibit more confidence in the Commissioners as a body, than by acting 
as I had intended. 

I am still further encouraged by the knowledge, through a letter from his Secretary, 
that the Prime Minister, who has been made fully aware of the particulars of my case, 
has referred it to the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant for inquiry, and although 
the latter gentleman has assured me he is unable to interfere with the discretion of the 
Commissioners as to affording me an inquiry, yet I have reason to hope and to expect 
that he will find it to he his duty to institute during the recess a searching investigation 
with regard to a plot originating in the office and department of National Education, and 
resulting in my ruin — a plot unparalleled for meanness, for cunning, and for audacity. 

I am, &o. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald, 



(1266-82c.) 

Serview, Ring, Dungarvan, County Waterford, 
Sirs, 17 August 1882. 

In May last, partially recovering from an illness and prostration of nearly three years, 
I determined to make a final appeal to the Commissioners of National Education for 
justice, and with that view I wrote a statement of my case, but being aware that, when 
I wrote it, I was labouring under a bux-ning sense of injustice, and that I was almost 
maddened by the knowledge — then for the first time, and by the merest accident, coming 
33— Sess. 2. F 4 under 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




42 



PAPERS RELATING TO THE 



under my cognisance — that the Commissioners as a body were being improperly influ- 
enced against me (as set forth in the middle of page 10 of the pamphlet which 1 forwarded 
to the Education Office on the 24th of June last), I felt sure, that, from the very nature 
of the feelings of excitement under which I wrote, personalities and expressions likely to 
he considered offensive had entered into its composition ; I therefore had the document 
printed and submitted it to a committee of my friends, with the view of having a revised 
statement issued, formulated from the materials which I had put together in the original 
statement, and from which anything of an offensive or personal character was to be 
excluded. 

This was done, and the revised statement was sent to your office, and to each Com- 
missioner, on the 24th of June 1882. 

I forwarded through the pest in all six copies of the original statement, but in every 
case marked the documents as “ ■private ancl strictly confidential” and distinctly stated in 
the letter which accompanied each pamphlet, that it was not for publication, and was 
only sent to have the opinion and advice of my friends, or of those whom I then believed 
to be my friends. 

I have learned with much pain and regret that the original pamphlet referred to, 
which was not intended for publication, and which to the number of six copies was sent, 
under the strictest confidence to those upon whose honour 1 thought I could entirely 
rely, has come under the notice of some of the Commissioners, and I take the earliest 
opportunity of formally stating that this publicity has occurred through means of some 
influence hostile to my interests, entirely without my knowledge, and altogether without 
my consent or approval. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



Seaview Ring, Dungarvan, County Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 26 August 1882. 

On the 22nd inst. I transmitted to your office, and enclosed to your care, letters 
addressed to the following members of the Board of National Education, viz : — 

Lord Fitzgerald 

Rev. C. Morell. 

Rev. H. Hanna. 

I sought in vain in the Directory for the directions of these gentlemen, and not un- 
naturally supposed that by sending the letters under cover to your care you would have 
them forwarded to the proper addresses, of which, although I was ignorant, you must 
have been aware. 

Your courteous memorandum of 24th inst. shows that I have committed an error in 
supposing that the letters addressed to Commissioners of National Education, to the care 
of their paid Secretaries, and to their public office, would be duly transmitted, and I 
have to apologise for my mistake. 

I take leave, however, to remind you that the letters were enclosed in envelopes with 
the simple inscription <e to be forwarded ” upon each, and that you could have no actual 
knowledge that, they came from me, as my name was not in any way mentioned — unless 
you opened the letters, — a proceeding which I can hardly believe to be possible as 
occurring in a well-regulated and respectable public office. 

I consider therefore that I am quite justified in making further inquiries as regards 
your right of refusal to forward letters addressed to your employers and consigned to the 
care of their public office by a member of the tax-paying community; for unless you 
opened the letters you could only conjecture, and could be by no means certain, that 
they were sent by the unfortunate victim of a foul plot and vile conspiracy, audacious, 
cunning, and inexpressibly mean, but which I am happy to think, notwithstanding some 
petty obstacles, in a fair way .of being exposed, and exhibited in all its naked baseness and 
deformity, to the Commissioners and to the public. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



E. G. Dease, Esq. 
David Ross, Esq. 



(1662-82 c.) 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan, County Waterford, 
Gentlemen, 28 October 1882. 

In connection with the consideration of my case which is to to take place at the first 
meeting of the Board of National Education, next month, I deem it to be of great im- 
portance that information regarding the following points should be placed before the 
Commissioners : — 

I hope and expect that a most influential member of the Board will kindly undertake to 
require that this information should be supplied by you, but I think it right and proper 

that 
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that I also should in a formal manner request you to be good enough to submit it to th 6 
Commissioners, 

I. As in page 8 of my printed Statement I assert that at the time of the Inquiry the 
state of my. health and nerves rendered my memory defective and confused, and markedly 
deteriorated, I wish, in corroboration of this assertion, that Mr. Patterson, Head Inspector, 
who I presume will be requested to give evidence in compliance with the desire expressed 
in my letter of 24th July 1882,— should be asked to state, whether, some considerable 
time previous to the Inquiry, I did not formally complain to him of my feeble state of 
health, caused by sleeplessness and anxiety, which I attributed to letters of a most insult- 
ing and unwarrantable character, and wholly undeserved, having been addressed to me 
from the Office of National Education. 

II. That the Commissioners should be informed, whether it is not a fact that some 
considerable time previous to the inquiry held in January 1879, I formally complained in 
a communication that on account of letters of a most insulting and unwarrantable cha- 
racter and altogether undeserved, having been addressed to me from the Education Office, 
my health was injured through sleeplessness and anxiety : the words employed by me on 

the occasion, and which I quote, being as follows : “ the mental 

tortures which I have endured, writhing in agony by day and night, pre-occupied and 
sleepless, under this unfounded anu unwarrantable charge,” 

III. To ask Mr. Patterson — he being the inquiring officer upon whose report my 
dismissal was ostensibly based — to explain to the Commissioners the grounds upon which 
he wrote a letter dated 4th of May 1879 to the Secretaries, saying that it was “ only fair 
and reasonable ” that a fresh inquiry should be held with respect to my case, and asking 
that the benefit of a fresh inquiry should be afforded to me. 

IV. The production of the letter of 29th January 1879, and a searching inquiry insti- 
tuted as regards the three paragraphs upon which my dismissal is based, and referred to at 
length and precisely in pages 14 and 15 of my printed statement, and further in a letter to 
the Secretaries, dated 10th July 1882; my contention being, that two of the paragraphs 
have no foundation as regards actual facts, and that the charge in the other is easily and 
naturally explained as a simple error, the letter — from the writing of which the mistake 
originated— bearing in itself the plainest and strongest internal evidence that it was 
written under the simplest mistake, and under the most natural misapprehension. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. (signed - ) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



B. O., 7th November 1882. 
Commissioners present : 



Right Hon. M. Longfield, ll.d. 

Right Hon. Lord O’Hagan, k.p. 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson, ll.d. 
Sir John Lentaigne, c.B. 

Right Hon. Lord Chief Justice Morris. 
Rev. Charles L. Morell. 



The Provost. 

Sir Robert Kane, ll.d., f.r.s. 
Right Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, D.L. 
Edmond G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 
David Ross, Esq., ll.d., q.c. 



Submitted letter in print* dated 9th June 1882, and other letters from Mr. J. G. Fitz- 
gerald, who was dismissed from the office of I listrict Inspector of National Schools by 
Board’s Order, 28th January 1879, for making a fraudulent charge for posting, and whose 
case was subsequently before the Board on the 4th February, the 29th April, and 13th 
and 20th May 1879. Mr. Fitzgerald applies for a re-investigation of his case. {Post- 
poned from meeting of the Board on 4th Julg last.) 

The Secretary having given a resume of the facts which led to the dismissal of 
Mr. Fitzgerald by order of the Board on 28th January 1879, and also of the matters 
which were considered by the Board on the 24th February 1879, 29th April 1879, and 
13th and 20th May 1879, and having read for the Board Mr. Patterson’s letter of the 
4th May. 1879, and Head Inspector Fitzgerald’s letter of 19th May 1879, the Right 
Hon. Chief Justice Morris proposes the following resolution: — 

“ That having regal'd to the report of Mr. Patterson, Head Inspector, the case 
of Mr. J . G. Fitzgerald be referred to a committee of the Board to consider and 
report upon,” 

To 



* See pages 28 to 37. 

33 — Sess. 2. G 
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To this resolution the Rev. C. L. Morell proposes the following amendment: — 

“ The Commissioners, having carefully considered the application of Mr. J . G. 
Fitzgerald, are of opinion there are no new facts in his statement that would 
warrant them in entering on a re -investigation of the case.” 



The Commissioners having divided on the amendment voted as follows : — 



For. 

Lord O’Hngan. 

Sir John Lentaigne. 
Rev. Mr. Morell. 

Sir Robert Kane. 
Mr. Cogan. 

Mr. Dease. 

( 6 .) 



Against. 

Judge Lawson. 

Chief Justice Morris. 
The Provost. 

Mr. Ross. 



(40 



The amendment was accordingly declared carried. 
Judge Longfield declined to vote. 



Office of National Education, Dublin, 

gj r 11 November 1882. 

I am directed to acquaint you that the Commissioners of National Education having 
fully considered your application for a re- investigation of your case at their meeting on 
the 7th instant, and having at the same time reviewed the facts which led to your dis- 
missal from their service on the 28th January 1879, and also your subsequent appeals 
for reconsideration which were laid before the Board on the 4th February 1879, 29th 
April 1879, and the 13th and 20th May 1879, have decided that there are no new facts 
in your statement that would warrant them in entering on a re-investigation of the case. 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., (signed; John E. Sheridan , 

Seaview, Ring, Dungarvan. Secretary. 



4, Lincoln-place, Dublin, 

gj r 20 November 1882. 

With respect to your letter of the 11th instant, in which you inform me that the 
Commissioners of National Education decline to accede to my request for a re-opening of 
my case, I have to ask that you will be good enough to give me a return of the names ot 
the members of the Board who met for its consideration, and how they voted. 

I am, &c. 

To J. E. Sheridan, Esq., Secretary, (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 

Board of National Education. 



B. 0., 28th November 1882. 

Commissioners present: 

E. G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 

Sir Patrick J. Keenan, K.C.M.G., C.B., 
Resident Commissioner. 

Submitted letter (1821-82), dated the 20th instant, from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, asking 
a return of the names of the members of the Board who met for the consideration ot his 
case on the 7 th instant, and how they voted. 

Ordered , — That the Secretary acquaint Mr. Fitzgerald that the Commissioners refuse to 
give him the information he asked for. 



Right Hon. M. Longfield, ll.d. 
Rev. Charles L. Morell. 

The Provost. 

His Grace the Lord Primate. 
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Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, 30 November 1882. 

In reference to your letter of the 20th instant, asking for “a return of the names of the 
members of the Board who met” for ilie consideration of your case, “and how they 
voted,” I am directed by the Commissioners to acquaint you that they refuse to give you 
this information. 

I am, &e. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., (signed) • John E. Sheridan, 

4, Lincoln-place, Dublin. Secretary. 



B. (>., 12th August 1884. 

Commissioners present : 

Sir John Lentaigne, c.b. I E. G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 

Rev. Charles L. Morell. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, k.c.m.g., c.b. 

Right Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, d.l. | 

Submitted memorial from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, of Colebrook, county Wexford, dis- 
missed from the office of Inspector of National Schools by Board’s Order of the 28th 
January 1872, addressed to his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, and forwarded to the 
Commissioners by the Under Secretary for their observations. 

Memorialist asks for an independent inquiry to. enable him to establish his complete 
innocence of the charge imputed to him. 

Ordered, — (1.) That his Excellency be informed that Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald was dismissed 
from the office of Inspector of National Schools in January 1879, and (2.) That copies of 
the orders bearing on his dismissal be sent for his Excellency’s information. 



29, South Frederick-street, Dublin, 

Gentlemen, 23 June 1885. 

I enclose herewith a statement of the facts connected with my dismissal on the 
29th January 1879, from the position of district inspector which I held under the Board 
of National Education for so many years. 

I respectfully submit to the Commissioners that in that statement I have made out a 
case sufficiently strong to induce them to re-consider their former refusals to grant me a 
re-hearing. 

I am sending a copy of the statement to each member of the Board, but request that 
you will bring the matter officially before the Commissiouers at their next meeting. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. (signed) J, G. Fitzgerald 



Board of National Education, Ireland. 



Statement of the Case of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, a.b., t.c.d., late District Inspector. 

Educated at a public school, I graduated at Trinity College, Dublin, having taken 
honours, and obtained a senior moderatorship and gold medal ; I kept the necessary 
terms ; but was not called to the Bar on account of an unforeseen change of circumstances, 
to which it is unnecessary further to refer. 

I was appointed district inspector under the Board of National Education on 
1st November 1854, and I served within nine months of a quarter of a century, during 
which time no single official complaint has been made against me ; on the contrary, I have 
been steadily advanced according to the rules of the service, never having missed a step 
receiving the increment of pay for long and efficient service up to the day of my dismissal 
from the service ofthe Board. I have been permitted to reside, during seven years of my 
service, in my native county, and at my father’s house, the then Resident Commissioner, 
the Right Honourable Sir A. MacDonnell, informing me in the handsomest terms that 
“ although it was a thing hardly ever done, yet the Commissioners had such confidence 
in me he was happy to gratify me, without endangering the efficiency of the public 
service.” 

33 — Sess. 2. G 2 I have 
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I have been selected for special duties, when the exigencies of the service required, 
and many other marks of confidence have been bestowed on me. 

Dunne all these years I have not gone on sick leave, or exceeded my leave ; and during 
my last year’s service I am sure I had only a very few days leave, instead of the six 
weeks to which I was entitled ; and for several weeks I did not avail myself of an 
extra weekly day allowed for in-door work, so anxious was I to leave nothing undone 
for the performance of my duty in a satisfactory manner. Offered assistance for the 
work of my district, I refused, stating that as long as I continued to be blessed with 
health and strength, I would strive to act without help. 

In a circular dated 15th December 1874, with respect to the scale and increment of 
pay, this passage occurs : — “ The annual increment will be granted only to efficient men, 
and not as a matter of course ; and on the 3rd June 1878 : 5 received this intelligence 
“ 1 have the pleasure to inform you that the Commissioners have, granted you the 
increment of salary accruing to you by length of service, from the 'st April 1878.” 

These quotations will be, I have no doubt, sufficient to prove that I served with 
efficiency from the 1st of November 1854 to the date of my dismissal, 29th January 1879, 
and that I was not undeserving of having some consideration extended to me on the 
grounds of long and faithful service. 

In the month of January 1879 -1 was dismissed from the position which I held so long 
and so honourably. 

The following is a copy of the letter of dismissal 



(B.O., 28. 1. 79.) 

“Education Office, Dublin, 

«g; r “ 29 January 1879. 

“The Commissioners had before them, and fully considered at their meeting yesterday, 
your journal for the week ended 16th November last ; also your letters ol the 29th 
November and the 4th December, addressed to the secretaries ; your letter of the 11th 
instant, addressed to Messrs. Patterson and Fitzgerald, and the report of the inquiry, 
held by these gentlemen on the 17th and 18th instant, together with the minutes ot 
evidence taken by them on the occasion. 

“ In your journal referred to, you state that on the 12th November you travelled by 
post-car from Waterford to the Kilculliheen and Ferry bank National Schools, and back, 
incurring thereby an expenditure of 5 s. 6 d., to be recouped by the Commissioners, and 
at the foot of the journal you certify that the account was ‘just and true.’ 

“ In the letter from this office of the 28th November you were asked to explain why 
you ‘ posted two and- a-half miles to the schools, charging 5 s. 6 d., seeing that they can 
be reached at a trifling expenditure of money and time by merely crossing the river by 
the ferry-boat ; ’ and in your reply, dated the 29th November, you state as follows; — ‘ I 
posted on this day as I was suffering from a severe cold and also from a diarrhcea, and did 
not feel it safe to sit with wet feet for five hours, the day being cold and wet.’ 

« But by your letter of the 11th instant to the inspectors and your own evidence at the 
inquiry, it is established that you incurred no such expenditure, as you walked to the 
schools and back on the 12th November, and that the expenditure you sought by such 
pretences to obtain payment for from the Commissioners was really incurred by you in 
going to dine with Mr. Dennehy at seven o’clock that evening. 

“ In view of this deliberate attempt to obtain payment of an expenditure not incurred 
in the public service, and of the grave mis-statements and contradictions by which you 
endeavoured to support your unjust claim, the Commissioners have been obliged to con- 
clude that you are not a person fit to hold the responsible position , of Inspector of 
National Schools, and accordingly they have ordered that you be dismissed from their 
service from the date of this letter. 

« I am, &c. 

(signed) “ John E. Sheridan, 

“ To J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., Waterford.” ** Secretary.” 

I think I am in a position to show the grounds on which my dismissal is based in that 
letter are not well-founded, and that my dismissal arose from a misapprehension of the 
real facts of the case. 

In order to assist the Commissioners in understanding these facts, I annex a copy of 
the two journals of 12th aud 22nd November 1878, alluded to in the letter of dismissal; 
the originals are in the Office of National Education. 
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A Transcript of Journals. 




Prior to tlie 12th November 1878 I was officially directed to visit and report, upon 
the application case of Ferry bank. Accordingly, I visited on the morning of the 12th 
November the Kilculliheen National Schools, from which it was proposed to withdraw a 
certain number of scholars to form the attendance at the Applicant Schools at Ferrybank ; 
having obtained the necessary statistics, I proceeded to visit the school-house for which 
the application was made. There were no pupils present, but I ascertained from the 
manager that the school was not yet in operation, and that it was proposed to form the 
attendance by withdrawing from the National Schools of Kilculliheen, which were not 
sufficiently spacious to accommodate the numbers attending (30 girls and 33 boys and 
girls under seven years of age). These numbers will be found entered on my journal 
under the heading “numbers present,” but it will be observed that circles are drawn 
around the numbers, which shows (according to the practice in such retux-ns) that the 
numbers were not actually present, but were entered to indicate that this was the pro- 
posed and probable attendance. 

When I had completed my business, so far as obtaining answers to several queries 
necessary for my report on the case, measurement of house, rooms, list of furniture and 
fittings, I proceeded to visit for the purpose of my report certain gentlemen resident in 
the neighbourhood who were interested in the establishment of the Applicant Schools ; 
and having done so, I returned to Waterford and transacted business connected with the 
applicant case with another person living outside the city, and completed that part of my 
business at 3.15 p.m. 

I walked to the schools, and I was occupied in moving fr-om one place to another, and 
not in business of a sedentary nature, and it is of much importance that this should be 
borne in mind. On my way to the schools on the morning of the 12th of Novembei-, I 
met a gentleman, Mr. Dennehy, who had been asked to subscribe to the Applicant Schools 
and was much interested in them. He informed me that before subscribing he was 
anxious to have my opinion as to whether the existing national schools were not sufficient 
to supply the educational wants of the neighbourhood. I told him I was prepared then 
to afford him any information respecting the applicaxxt case in my power ; but he said, 
“ I am in haste to reach my office in Waterford, and cannot delay now ; come out to my 
place this evening, and we can confer on the subject.” He also invited me to stay to 
dinner, and I accepted his invitation. I drove out that evening to this gentleman’s resid- 
ence, about three miles from the Applicant Schools, and four and-a-half miles fr-om 
Waterford, and conferred with him regarding the establishment of the Applicant Schools, 
in his capacity of a neighboux-ing resident gentleman and px-opx-ietor, and as a person 
who had asked my opinion as to the necessity of new schools in the neighbourhood. The 
following is an extract from a letter written by the gentleman referred to, lodged in the 
Education Office, and max-ked No. 1 : — 

“ I can only state that on the morning referred to I had a conversation with Fitz- 
gerald, who met me as I was on my way to my office. Unable to delay as I had import- 
ant business, I asked him to come out in the evening to dinner, when we could at our 
leisure confer further as to the establishment of the new schools in which I had taken an 
interest. I know also that he did drive out, and that we had further conversation with 
respect to the Applicant Schools.” 

33 — Sees. 2. 63 I considered 
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I considered myself to be not only justified, but. bound to have an interview with this 
gentleman as he requested, for the following reasons : — 

Rule 120 of the rules and regulations states : — 

“ When an application for aid to establish a National School is referred to the District 
Inspector, he is to communicate personally when necessary with other influential parties 
in the neighbourhood, with the view of ascertaining their opinions on the application, and 
whether they have any, and what objections thereto.” 

On the Report form which I had to fill up, is this query, No. 65 : — 

“ With what other individuals in the neighbourhood have you communicated personally 
on the subject, and what has been the result of your interview ? ” 

In the financial portion of my journal I entered 5 s. 6 d. as a fair and just charge for 
travelling expenses on this day, to be recouped by the Commissioners. 1 expended more 
than this sum on that occasion. The time at which my interview with Mr. Dennehy, to 
suit his convenience and at his request, took place, and the fact that his residence lay 
three miles further from Waterford, rendering the travelling more expensive, I charged 
merely that which was the usual charge for a post car to visit the schools, and which was 
the sum which I subsequently charged on. the 22nd November, without objection, for a 
visit to the schools in the same locality. 

The rule laid down in the circular dated 15th February 1875, with which I desired 
strictly to comply, is as follows : — 

“ When inspectors elect to travel more expensively, they must limit these claims to 
the amount chargeable for the one-horse conveyance.” 

I considered that under this rule I was entitled to charge the sum mentioned in my 
journal. I have constantly acted in accordance with this rule when I elected to travel 
more expensively than by post car, and I have confined my claims to this limit, thus laid 
down, and I have entered on my journal, as upon this occasion, under the head of “ mode 
of conveyance,” the word “ Post” to signify tljat my claims were confined to the amount 
chargeable for a one-horse conveyance. 

With these facts before them, I trust that the Commissioners will see that the passage 
in the letter of dismissal: — “You stale in the journal that you travelled by post car from 
Waterford to the Kilculliheen and Ferrybank National Schools,” &c., is an inaccurate 
statement, as by referring to the heading of the journal it will be seen that from Water- 
ford to Kilculliheen and Ferrybank is only “ charged for ,” although a more expensive 
journey was undertaken, and the expenditure was incurred not in connection with the 
Ferrybank National Schools, as stated in the letter of dismissal, but with respect to the 
application for the establishment of iVational Schools at Ferrybank. No National Schools 
were established at Ferrybank until 25th February 1879, more than three months sub- 
sequently. 

It will be seen in the transcript of the journal, after the date 12th November 1878, and 
after the names, Ferrybank Female and Infant Application Cases, and under the heading 
“ numbers present,” an entry appears of (30) and (33) respectively ; it will be observed 
that these numbers are “encircled;” it is well known by everyone connected with 
National education that when numbers are “ encircled” they represent “ no value," but 
that the entry is made for a particular reason ; in this case the entiles were made to draw 
attention to the fact that the proposed attendance in the Applicant. Schools was to consist 
of these 63 scholars, who were to be withdrawn from the neighbouring National School, 
Kilculliheen, which was not spacious enough to accommodate the numbers attending. 

By reference to my letters of end of November, and beginning of December 1878, it 
will be seen that I fully explained that these numbers “ encircled ” did not represent pupils 
as being actually present, but as the proposed and probable attendance in the schools for 
which aid was sought. 

This explanation is acknowledged and acquiesced in by a letter from the Education 
Office, dated 3rd December 1878; but really no explanation was needed, as will be seen 
by referring to the query in the form of Application Report: — “ How many pupils 
iv ere present on the day of your visit V’ ancl the answer, “None, but there are 30 girls and 
33 infants boys and girls — marked in Journal and “ encircled ,” lohom it is proposed to with- 
draw from the neighbouring National Schools of Kilculliheen, to attend these Applicant 
Schools.” 

Notwithstanding this plain explanation of the circumstances under which these entries 
were made in my journal, I have been informed that it has been represented to the 
members of the Board, who had my case before them, that 1 had made false entries in my 
journal as to the attendance of scholars, and that no scholars had ever attended the 
schools. 

Such a representation must necessarily have operated most prejudicially to me on the 
minds of the members of the Board, but as I have shown it was most unfounded. 

In the third paragraph of the letter of dismissal, my letter of the 29th of November is 
quoted, beginning, “ I posted on this day,” &c. &c. : this letter I admit ; but I can easily 
and satisfactorily explain how I came to write it. 

I visited the very same places mentioned in my journal of 12 th November, on the 22nd 
of the same month. The time spent in transacting public business on each day being 

nearly 
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nearly the same, five hours in one case, and five hours, ten minutes in the other case, and 
I sent in the usual return of having done so; subsequently, when I received the letter of 
the 28th November requiring explanation, I wrote in reply, giving information as to the 
occurrences on the 22nd in mistake for those of the 12th. 

This is established as I say in the letter referred to, as quoted in the letter of dismissal : 
“ I did not feel it safe to sit with wet feet for five hours.” I did sit on the 22 nd for five 
hours, as the inspection was for “ Results;” necessitating my remaining during that time 
in one place. I did not sit on the 12 th for fi ve hours, as the greater part of the time 
occupied in duty on that day was spent and taken credit for according to the rules, in 
moving from one school-house to another, and in having interviews with parties interested 
in the Applicant Schools, and not in occupation of a sedentary, character, as was the case 
on the 22nd. It is manifest therefore that I referred to the occurrences of the 22nd and 
not to those of the 12th of November. When the original inquiry was held, 1 was unable 
to give this explanation to the inquiring officer, Mr. James Patterson, who asked me a 
question concerning the letter of the 29th of November, because, unfortunately, I had 
mislaid the copy of my journal, and did then confound the occurrences of the two days, 
but afterwards, upon making tbis simple explanation to that gentleman, when I had found 
the missing document to which I have referred, he wrote to me to the following effect : — 

“ I have no hesitation in admitting to you that had the representation you have now made 
to me been made and established at the inquiry , the opinion I then formed would have been 
materially modified in your favour , and I would certainly consider it only jair and reason- 
able that you should have the benefit of a fresh inquiry 

He also wrote an official letter to the Office of National Education, advising that it was 
in his opinion only “ fair and reasonable ” that I should have the benefit of a fresh inquiry ; 
but his suggestion was not adopted. 

Since my dismissal, I have on several occasions applied for a re-hearing of my case ; 
some of the Commissioner's were, as I am informed, in favour of granting such re-hearing, 
but unfortunately the majority were adverse; I believe that the real facts of my case have 
never been before the Commissioners; I have now endeavoured to give an outline of 
them ; I am prepared to stand the fullest inquiry ; I am anxious to vindicate my charac- 
ter and my honour. 

A grievous wrong has, I believe, been done to me ; my honour has been impugned, my 
character degraded ; after years of honourable service, I have lost a valuable appointment.. 
I now appeal to the spirit of justice and fair play on the part of the Commissioners to give 
me an opportunity of explaining the facts of my case more fully than I have been able 
to do in the foregoing statement. 

If I am granted such an opportunity, I confidently expect that I shall be able in the 
fullest degree to vindicate my character from the cruel aspersions under which it has so 
long lain, and to satisfy the Commissioners that the grounds on which I have been dismissed 
from their service were unfounded, and were based on a misapprehension of the real facts 
of the case. 

(signed) J. G. Fitzgerald , A.B., T.c.D 

Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Eoss, County Wexford, 

June 1885. 



B. O., 30th June 1885. 



Commissioners present : 



Eight Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson. 

Sir John Lentaigne, C.B. 

Hon. Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

J. W. Murland, Esq., a.m. 

Eight Hon. Lord Chief Justice Morris. 
The Provost. 



Sir Robert Kane, ll.d., f.k.s. 

Eight Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, d.l. 

Edmund G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 

Eev. Hugh Hanna, D.D. 

Eight Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, k.c.m.g., 
c.b. 



Submitted letter (1071, 85), from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, who was dismissed from the 
office of District Inspector on the 29th January 1870, enclosing a printed statement, and 
requesting a reconsideration of his case. 

Ordered, — That all the documents connected with the case of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald be 
printed confidentially, and a copy furnished to each Commissioner early in October next ; 
and that the case be postponed until the meeting of the Board on the last Tuesday of 
October. 



33— Sess. 2. 
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(1071.85c.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, 2 July 1885. 

I have been directed to acquaint you that your letter of the 23rd ultimo, enclosing a 
printed statement, having been laid before the Board on the 30th ultimo, it was ordered 
that its consideration should be postponed until the last meeting of the Board in October 
next. 

I remain, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., (signed) John E. Sheridan . 

29, South Frederick-street, Dublin. Secretary. 



Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, County Wexford, 
Gentlemen, 14 July 1885. 

I have received your letter of the 6th instant, informing me that the consideration of 
my letter of the 23rd ultimo, with printed statement enclosed, was postponed until the 
last meeting of the Hoard in October next. 

I am desirous of availing myself of the opportunity afforded by this postponement, of 
expressing my deep regret for having on a former occasion issued a statement which I 
cannot now justify. 

In June 1882 I submitted to the Commissioners a statement of my case; I was at the 
time in a condition of great mental excitement; I had been dismissed from a position which 
I had for so many years, and as I had trusted, efficiently and honestly filled. Unfortu- 
nately I allowed myself in that statement to make imputations and charges which cool 
reflection has shown me were perfectly unjustifiable and which I now deeply regret. 

I feel that it is due to the Commissioners, and to Sir Patrick Keenan especially, that I 
should express that regret, and I beg leave most unfeignedly and sincerely to do so. 

To Sir Patrick Keenan individually I frankly tender a most ample apology for having 
made any charges or imputations against him. I now feel and admit they ought never to 
have been made. 

I respectfully trust that this admission of my error, and this frank and full apology will 
be accepted by the Commissioners, and by Sir Patrick Keenan individually, and that I 
may be allowed to withdraw the statement of June 1882, with its offensive charges. 

May I beg of you to be good enough to lay this letler before the Board when the con- 
sideration of my "letter of 23rd ultimo and its enclosure comes before the Commissioners. 
In the meantime 1 am sending a copy of it to each member of the Board. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. (signed) J. G. Fitzgerald. 



[Note . — All the preceding documents were printed, and a copy, in pursuance of the 
Order of the Board of the 30th June 1885, was sent to each Commissioner before the 
meeting of the 27th October 1885.] 

12 June 1886. John E. Sheridan. 
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Extract from Minutes of Board of 27th October 1885. 
Commissioners present : 



Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson. 

Sir John Lentaigne, C.B. 

Hon. Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

J. W. Murland, Esq., a.m. 

Right Hon. Sir Michael Morris, Bart., 
Lord Chief J ustice of the Common 

Rev. Charles L. Morell, b.d., 
The Provost of Trinity College. 



Right Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, d.l. 

Rev. Hugh Hanna, d.d. 

Right Hon. Lord Justice Fitzgibbon. 
Right Hon. Lord Justice Naish. 

Rio-ht Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g.; C.B., Resident Commis- 
sioner. 



Submitted letter (1071-85 e), dated the 23rd June 1885 from Mi. J. G. 
who was dismissed from the office ot District Inspector from the 2 Jnnua^l879, 
enclosing a printed statement, and requesting a reconsideration of Ills case, (Bostpon 
l ,j enter of the Board of the 30lh June last, to this date.) 

ended the 16th November 1878, and ending with Mr. Fitzgerald s note ot the I4tn .iuiy in 



The Secretary reads a letter (1811-85 c) from E. G. Dease, Esq , J.P., one of the 
Commissioners, who expresses his regret at being unable to attend the Board, and assigns 
his reason for being opposed to a reconsideration of Mr. Fitzgerald s ease. 

The Reverend the Provost submits the following Besolution : 

“ That while the -Commissioners have not altered their opinion as to the gravity of Mr. 
“ J G Fitzgerald’s offence, which lias been much aggravated by his subsequent conduct, 
“ esneciallv fry his unjustifiable attacks on the Resident Commissioner, yet considering 
‘‘that he has Endeavoured to atone for these attacks by tendering an ample apology, and 
“ S he has been aheady severely punished, they think that that punishment has been 
“ sufficient, and will restore him on the first opportunity. 

On a division the Besolution was lost, three voting for it, and nine against 



For, 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson. 

Right Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir 
Michael Morris, Bart. 

The Provost of Trinity College. 



Against, 

Sir John Lentaigne, C.B., D.L. 

Hon. Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

Jas. W. Murland, Esq., A.M. 

Rev. Chas. L. Morell, d.i>. 

Right Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, D.L. 
Rev. Hugh Hanna, d.d. 

Right Hon. Lord Justice Fitzgibbon. 
Ri°ht. Hon. Lord Justice Naish. 

Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., c.B., Resident Commis- 



sioner. 



(1811-85 c.) Cliffden, Teignmouth, Devon, 

25 October 1885. 

Gentlemen,. obliged to leave home unexpectedly, and that I 

iTof WS^Sldf^SSm SAoth ofjune, until the last Tuesday in 
October, comes on for consideration. individual concerned, but, in my 

t0 fh.“°fead with the greatest care 

July last, an apology, moreover, ^ , statements he made in his own defence 

admits that even lie himsel canno J Y _ • 0 f ]\d r . Fitzgerald’s I entirely 

throughout a lengthened correspondence. In this view s concur J 

33 — Sess. 2. i± 
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concur, and I deeply regret that were I able to be present on Tuesdiv T ij , 
be a consenting party to any reopening of a case Tuesday next I could not 

which the greatest possible consideration has been given. To'komJ “?/ h° 

but to give some justification to the action of Mr Fitzgerald wbi-h f- ^. ou l d - be 
‘ that he cannot justify.” *«zgeiaw, which he himself admits 

To the Secretaries. * liave ’ ^ 

ihdmund Dease. 



Sir 0ffice of National Education, Dublin, 

sr -~s a i -e 

J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., I am, &c. 

Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, County Wexford. sTcS-y. 



(2016—85 c.) 

c;,. Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, County Wexford, 

T urn + i i j i • 30 November 1885. 

sse^fis^ssssmssss 

W. H. Newell, Esq., c.B., Secretary. 1 “J mtzgerali . 



Extract from -Minutes of Board of 8th December 1885. 
Commissioners present : 



Sir John Lentaigne, c.B., d,l. 

Rev. Charles L. M orell, d.d. 

The Rev. the Provost of Trinity 
College. 

Sir Robert Kane, ll.d., f.r.s. 

E. G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 



Bight Hon. Lord Justice Fitzgibbon. 
Right Hon. Lord Justice Naish. 

Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., c.B., Resident Commis- 
sioner. 

Submitted 
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Submitted letter (2016—85 e), dated the 30th 'November, from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald 
requesting the Commissioners '• to rescind their order of the 29th January 1879 ” so as’ 
to place him in a position to obtain a peneion. 

Ordered, y That Mr. Fitzgerald he informed that the Commissioners cannot accede to 
hia application. 



B.O. 8/12/1885. 

(2016-85c.) 

q. _ Office of National Education, Dublin, 

T bir, v . , , , . . 10 December 1885. 

1 am directed by the Commissioners of National Education to inform you that having 
had under consideration your letter of the 30th ultimo, appealing to them to rescind 
then Oidei of the 29th January 1879, without restoring you to the active exercise of 
your former functions as an Inspector, so as to place you in a position to obtain a pen- 
sion, they cannot accede to your application. 1 

. „ ^ I am, &c. 

n Ik ?■ | ltZ ,? era - J E *T q -’ n John E - Sheridan, 

Ooaibrook, Jb oulksmills, New Ross, Secretary 

County Wexford. 



(2138-85c.) 

Q . _ Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, Co. Wexford, 

. ° ir » , , 22 December 1885, 

Adverting to you letter of 29th October last in which you state that “ all the docu- 
ments connected with my case” were ordered to be printed, and a copy furnished to 



each Commissioner, — 

May I a3k that you will be good enough to supply i 
documents referred to ? J 

W. H. Newell, Esq., Secretary. 



3 with a printed copy of the 

I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald. 



Extract from Minutes of Board of 5th January 1886. 



Commissioners present : 



Sir John Lentaigne, C.B. d.l. 

Hon. Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

The Rev. the Provost of Trinity 
College. J 

E. G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 



Right Hon. Lord J ustice Pitzgibbon. 
Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., c.B., Resident Commis- 
sioner. 



blit (2138— 85cA dated the 22nd nit, from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, requesting to 
the Board' on “ d ° C " mentS 00m,e0ted with his ”*“> «>“««• 

^ r - , J : G - Fitzgerald’s request be complied with, and that he be at the 
27 Toc?oher U 1885 ea ’ Tlth “ 00py ° f the 4naI Minute of Board on his case, dated 



(2138— 85c.) 

g j r Office of National Education, Dublin, 

Having laid before the Commissioners at their last meeting your letter of the 2*>nd 

“ you aIs0 ,vi,t * “ py ° f ths 
J - 1 am ' k 
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Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, County Wexford, 
Gentlemen, 11 January 1886. . 

I h vve to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 8th instant, enclosing copy of printed 
documents connected with my case submitted to the Board on the 27th October last ; as 
also a copy of the final Minute of the Board, dated 27 th October 1885. 

Upon the 25th April 1879 I addressed a memorial to the Board or National Education, 
askino- to be granted another inquiry into my case, and I have striven now for seven 
years°from that time, as far as my broken health would permit, to obtain a boon which is 
rarely refused, viz., of being heard in my own defence ; but my request has been con- 

Upon a perusal of the printed documents submitted by you to the Board, I find that 
grave misstatements and inaccuracies occur, and that allegations and suggestions most 
3amao-in<r to my case appear in the form of letters which have been before the Commis- 
sioners now for seven years, of the existence of which I was entirely ignorant until I saw 
them in the printed document, and which of course I was not in a position to refute or 

^I^have also to represent that several important letters bearing most strongly on my 
case, and copies of which must be in the Education Office, find no place in the printed 

d ° C IUs of vital importance to my case that I should have an opportunity of producing the 
correspondence referred to at an inquiry, and personally explaining the nature and its 
bearing on the merits of the case. . . .. 

On these ^rounds, and in the interests of the first principles of justice and fair play, 
I beo- most respectfully to request that the Commissioners will be pleased to grant me 
the mquiry which I have hitherto sought in vain ; I court the strictest possible investi- 
gation, and I assert in the strongest manner that, in the event of my request being com- 
plied with, I shall be able to convince the Commissioners, and even those officials of the 
Board who have thought it to be their duty, no doubt conscientiously, to advance 
opinions adverse to me, that I can completely vindicate myself from the charges on which 
my dismissal was based. „ 

May I ask you to be so good as to bring this letter under the notice of the Commis- 
sioners at their next 'meeting, and to notify to me their decision as soon as may be 

convenient. _ 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, &c. &c. G - Fitzgerald. 



/l qg gg g \ 

Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, County Wexford, 
Gentlemen, 18 January 1886. 

I have the honour to request that the enclosed letter be handed unopened to the 
Chairman of the Board which meets on the 19th instant, for the consideration of the 
application contained in my letter of the 11th instant. 

1 am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald. 



The Secretaries, &c. &c. 



Extract from Minutes of Board of 19th January 1886. 
Commissioners present : 



Right Hon. W. IT. F. Cogan, d.l. 
E. G. Dease, Esq., j.p. 

C. T. Redington, Esq., E.L. 

Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., c.B., Resident Commis- 



Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson. 

Sir John Lentaigne, C.B., D.L. 

Hon. Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

Right Hon. Lord Chief Justice 
Sir Michael Morris, Bart. 

Rev. Charles L. Morell, d.d. 

Sir Robert Kane, LL.D., f.r.s. 

Read letter (111-86 c) dated the 11th instant, from Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, in which, 
in reference to the printed file of documents connected with his case which was sub- 
mitted to the Board on the 27th October last, he states that it contains “ grave mis- 
statements and inaccuracies,” and “ allegations and suggestions most damaging to his 
case: and, further, “ that several important letters bearing most strongly on his case, 
and copies of which must be in the Education Office, find no place m the printed 

d °In“e-ard to the allegations made in this letter, the Secretary states that, after a most 
careful examination of the printed file, and an exhaustive search in the records of this 
office, no evidence whatever has been found in support of Mr. Fitzgerald s allegations^ 
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Ordered , — that no action be taken on the subject of this letter, as the Commissioners 
are satisfied of the accuracy and completeness of the printed file of documents submitted 
to them on the 27th October 1885. 

Read another letter (136— 86c), dated the 18th instant, from Mr. Fitzgerald, inclosing 
a sealed letter addressed to “ The Chairman of the Board,” and requesting that it should 
“ be handed, unopened, to the Chairman of the Board, which meets on the 19th instant.” 

Secretary accordingly hands the letter to Sir .lolin Lentaigne, who is in the chair, but 
he declines to open the letter unless directed by the Board to do so. 

Ordered , — that the sealed letter addressed to the Chairman be returned unopened to 
Mr. Fitzgerald, and that lie be informed that any communication he may desire to be laid 
before the Board must be forwarded in the ordinary way through the Secretaries. 



(169— 86c.) 

Coalbrook Foulksmills, New Ross, County Wexford, 

Sir, 21 January 1886. 

Having observed in the public press that Dr. Newell, C.B., has retired from the office 
of Secretary to the Board of National Education, I hasten to protest formally, and in the 
strongest manner, against the attitude which Dr. Newell has thought it expedient to 
adopt with respect to my case, now before the Commissioners for seven years. 

In 1882, when my case was sub judice, Dr. Newell wrote from London (to be laid 
before the Board whicji was to decide upon my appeal for a strict inquiry into my case) 
a letter, now come under my notice for the first time, making allegations against me, 
which, coupled with false charges of a shocking character contained in anotherletter (also 
till now concealed from my knowledge, and written by Mr. M. Fitzgerald, Head Inspector), 
had a fatally prejudicial effect upon my application for a full, fair, and searching investi- 
gation. 

I was denied that boon which has never been refused to the meanest criminal, viz., of 
being heard in my own defence. 

I have been tried and condemned unheard, and with false evidence, moreover. 

Dr. Newell, as Secretary, knew of these two letters which prevented my case being 
investigated in my own presence, and before a committee of the Board, as proposed b) r 
the Right honourable Sir M, Moms in 1882. He wrote one of them himself. I knew 
nothing of them for years, and should never have known of them only that I obtained a 
copy of the printed document in which they appeared granted to me by directions of the 
Board, after my case had been again brought forward, and decided unfavourably to me, 
in November last year. 

I refer to my letter of 11th January 1886, in which I again ask the Commissioners to 
grant me a strict and searching inquiry into my case, on grounds which I have set forth 
in the humblest and most respectful language, and, in addition, to the letters of Dr. 
Newell and of Mr. M. Fitzgerald, to which I refer as containing “ allegations and sug- 
“ gestions most damaging to my case ” (concealed from my knowledge for seven, to me 
most miserable, years), I have also mentioned that documents of vital importance to me 
find no place in the printed document. I beg to point out that Dr. Newell was one of 
the officials entrusted with the duty of seeing carried out faithfully the instructions 
“that every letter and document connected with the case should be printed.” In his 
official letter to me, dated 29th October 1885, he states that this has been done ; but no 
copy of this document was supplied to me, nor did I receive any official intimation that 
the Board had ordered the printing of the papers. If I had learned that this was so, I 
should, of course, have requested a copy to be supplied to me. A copy was supplied to 
me after the case had been decided. 

When, however, Dr. Newell’s action and procedure can no longer be concealed, and a 
flood of light is about to be thrown on the case after a lapse of seven years, I beg to draw 
attention to the fact that Dr. Newell refuses to accept the responsibility of his own action 
by resigning his position of secretary. 

I again firmly, but most respectfully, protest against this course being permitted until 
I have had justice at length done to me ; I again appeal to the Commissioners for justice, 
for the strictest possible inquiry. 

I also beg formally to protest against Mr. M. Fitzgerald, Head Inspector, being per- 
mitted to resign his official position until my case shall have been thoroughly investigated, 
and until I shall have had an opportunity afforded me of proving, in the most convincing 
manner, that in his letter, concealed from me now for seven years, charges of the most 
shockingly untrue character appear against me, which most certainly materially injured 
my case with the Commissioners, and caused a majority of the Board to persistently refuse 
my applications for an investigation. 

In the copy of the final minute of the Board, dated 27th of October 1885, I observe 
that it was proposed by the Provost that I should be restored to the position of which I 
had been deprived seven years ago ; the resolution was supported by two other eminent 
and Right honourable members of the Board, but as it appears that it was preceded by 
an expression from the Rev. Proposer, in which he alludes to the “ gravity of the offence,” 

33 — Sess. 2. H 3 I beg 
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I beg, with the most profound respect and gratitude to the proposer of the resolution, and 
for its supporters, to state that I would most assuredly refuse to accept a reinstatement 
based upon such an admission. 

I deny absolutely that I have committed any offence; I simply committed a mistake in 
writing a letter which bears in itself the strongest internal evidence that it was written 
under a misapprehension, as set forth minutely in my several statements. I have not since 
the commencement of my applications to the Board, now seven years ago, appealed for a 
restoration. I have merely respectfully asked to have the strictest inquiry instituted 
as to the charges upon which my dismissal has been based, and to be heard in my own 
defence. 



I am, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald. 

I propose forwarding a printed copy of this letter to- each member of the Board, but 
I have to request that you will bring it formally before the Commissioners at their next 
meeting. 



The Secretary, &c. &c. 



Office of National Education, Dublin, 
® ir ’ 23 January 1886. 

lotm letter of the 11th instant in reference to alleged misstatements, inaccuracies, and 
omissions in the printed file of documents submitted to the Board on 27 th October last in 
connection with your case, was laid before the Commissioners on Tuesday last, when the 
following order was made thereon : — 

“ Ordered ^- that no action be taken on the subject of this letter, as the Commis- 
“ sioners are satisfied of the accuracy and completeness of the printed file of docu- 
“ ments submitted to them on the 27th October 1885.” 

Your further letter of the 18th instant, inclosing a letter addressed to the Chairman of 
the Board, and requesting that it should be handed “ unopened ” to him, was also laid 
before the Commissioners on the same occasion, and I am abie to state that the Chairman 
declined to open the letter, and that the Board made the following order in reference 



“ Ordered,— that the sealed letter addressed to the Chairman be returned unopened 
‘ to Mr. Fitzgerald, and that he be informed that any communication he may desire 
“ 1)6 before the Board must be forwarded in the ordinary way throu°-h the 

“ {secretaries.” ° 



In conformity with this order I return the letter herewith. 



J • G. Fitzgerald, Esq., a.b., 
Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, 
County Wexford. 



I am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan, 

Secretary. 



(177—86 c.) 

Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, Co. Wexford, 
Sir, 24 January 1886. 

I beg to nerewith enclose the letter which I asked you, on the 18th instant, to be 
good enough to hand “ unopened ” to the Chairman of the Board. 

I regret that I should have committed an error in forwarding the letter otherwise 
than in the ordinary way. 

I beg you will lay the communication before the Board at their next meeting. 



The Secretary, &c. 



I am, &c. 

J ■ G. Fitzgerald. 



Coalbrook, Foulksmills, New Ross, Co. Wexford, 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 18 January 1886. 

. In connection with my letter of the 11th instant, asking for a strict investigation 
into my case, and stating the grounds of my application, I most respectfully propose, in 
order to spare the Board the unnecessary trouble of a full inquiry, that a preliminary 
investigation should be held by a committee of the Board, consisting of three of its 
members, to ascertain and report to the Board whether I can produce full and sufficient 
evidence that my application is one that should be properly granted. 

In the event of my failing to do so, I shall no longer trouble the Commissioners with 
applications. 

The evidence which I can produce to show the bona fides of my application can be 
in writTno- 1 " * ™ mnmtes ’ and 18 of Bucl1 a nature as to render it impossible to convey it 

With 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CASE OF ME. FITZGERALD. 



57 



With the most profound respect I would take the liberty to suggest that Lord Justices 
Fitzgibbon and Naish, and E,ord Chief Justice Sir M. Morris, be asked to form the com- 
mittee of preliminary inquiry. The two former right honourable gentlemen voted adversely 
to me at the last meeting of the Board when my case was brought forward, and I have no 
personal acquaintance or knowledge of any one of the three right honourable members of 
the Board, whom with the greatest humility I have taken the liberty to name. 

The right honourable gentlemen are all able and eminent judges, accustomed to the 
consideration of evidence, and it is absolutely impossible that they can be deceived, hence 
I am emboldened to make the suggestion, which I sincerely hope shall not be considered 
intrusive, 



To the Chairman of the Board which meets 
on 19th January 1886. 



Yours, &c. 

J. G. Fitzgerald. 



Extract from Minutes of Board of 26th January 1886. 



Commissioners present : 
The Rev. the Provost of Trinity Col- 
lege. 

Sir Robert Kane, ll.d., f.r.s. 

Right Hon. W. H. F. Cogan, d.l. 



C. T. RediDgton, Esq., d.l. 

Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., c.B., Resident Commis- 



Bead letters (169— 86c and 177— 86c), dated the 21st and 24th instant, from Mr J 
vx. Fitzgerald. 

Ordered ,— that in view of the many opportunities afforded to Mr. Fitzgerald to submit 
his case to the Board, and of the ample consideration given by the Board on repeated 
occasions to his representations, the Board now declines to re-open the case, or to receive 
any further communication from him on the subject. 



(191— 86 c.). 

Q . 23, South Frederick-street, Dublin, 

T ” lr » . . 26 January 1886. 

I beg to state that 23, South Frederick-street, Dublin, is my present address, in the 
event of your being directed to answer any of my late communications with respect to 
my case. 1 



The Secretary, &c., &c. 



I am, &c. 

J- G. Fitzgerald. 



(B.O. 26/1/1886). 



. q. Office of National Education, Dublin, 

T ” ir » . 27 January 1886. 

1 am to acquaint you that I read for the Board, at its meeting yesterday, your letters 
of the 21st and 24th instant, and that the Commissioners made the following order 
thereon : — ° 

“Ordered ,— that in view of the many opportunities afforded to Mr. Fitzgerald to 
submit his case to the Board, and of the ample consideration given by the Board on 
“repeated occasions to his representations, the Board now declines to re-open the case or 
“to receive any further communications from him on the subject.” 



J. G. Fitzgerald, Esq., 

23, South Frederick-street, Dublin. 



I am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan, 

Secretary. 



(921— 86c.) 

Gentlemen, 2, Foster-place, Dublin, 7 May 1886. 

J HE Commissioners of National Education having, by their order of 26th January 
1886, declined to hold any further communication with my client, Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, 
I have formally to request on his part that you will be good enough to lay before your 
Board the inclosed printed statement. I am instructed to direct the notice of the Com- 
missioners to the facts specified in pages 1U and 11 of the pamphlet. 

It is evident from the orders of the Board, dated 13th May 1879 and 7th November 
33— Sess. 2. h 4 1882, 
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1882, respectively, that the opinion of Mr. M. Fitzgerald prevented the inquiry which 

Wa, Xhis opinion has been proved to be based upon grounds which have no foundation in 
fact, and the statement made in his letter, dated 19th May 1879, by Mr. M Fitzgerald 
that my client employed a document from which “ the date had been deliberately removed 
is disproved by a statutory declaration, a copy of which will be found in the Appendix to 
the pamphlet,' and is proposed to be the subject of investigation in another place. _ 

1 take leave to ask that you will be good enough to acknowledge the receipt of this 
letter, and of the inclosed pamphlet. 

Yours, &c. 

The Secretaries, Matthew J. White. 

Education Office, Marlborough-street, Dublin. 



(921 86c.) Office of National Education, 

gj r 7 May 1886. 

We are to acknowledge the receipt of your communication dated the 7th instant, with 
inclosure, which shall receive due attention. 

We are, &c. 

John E. Secretaries. 

M. J. White, Esq., J - Morrell, J 

2, Foster-place, Dublin. 



Extracts from Minutes of Board of 11th May 1886. 
Commissioners present : 



The Rev. the Provost of Trinity 
College. 

E. G. Dease, Esq., j.f. 

W. H. Newell, Esq., c.b., j.p. 



Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., c.b.. Resident Commis- 
sioner. 



Reed letter (921-86 c), from Mr. M. J. White, Solicitor, 2, Foster-piece, Dublin, for- 
warding copy of a pamphlet by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, formerly Inspector of National 

^“Secretary refers to the Board’s order of the 26th January 1886, by which the Com- 
missioners declared that they woold not receire any further communications from 
Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, and requests to be instructed as regards the pamphlet forwarded 
by Mr. White. 

Ordered — that the pamphlet be returned to Mr. White, who is to be adyised of the 
Board’s order of the 26th January last, and informed that m accordance with the terms 
of that order the Commissioners decline to receive the pamphlet which accompanied 
his letter. 



(921 86 ) Office of National Education, Dublin, 

q. 12 May 1886. 

Referring to your letter of the 7th instant, I beg to acquaint you that, in view of 
the order of the Board of National Education, dated the 26th January last, to which you 
advert I deemed it my duty to seek instructions from the Commissioners m regard to the 
mmnhlet bv Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, which accompanied your letter, and that they have 
directed me to inform you that in accordance with the terms of their order, they must 

decline to deceive the copy of Mr. Fitzgerald’s pamphlet, which I therefore return to you 
herewith. 

The following is a copy of the order referred to 

“ Ordered —that in view of the many opportunities afforded to Mr. Fitzgerald to 
“submit his case to the Board, and of the ample consideration given by the Board on 
“ repeated occasions to his representations, the Board now declines to re-open the case, 
« or to re ceive any further communications from him on the subject. ’ 



Matthew J. White, Esq., Solicitor, 
2, Foster-place, Dublin. 



I am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan, 

Secretary. 
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(1062— 86 c.) 

Gentlemen, Dublin, 31 May 1886. 

I am instructed by Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald to demand from the Board of National Edu- 
cation, Ireland, the re-opening of his case, notwithstanding their Order, dated 27th January 
1886, and I do so on the following grounds : — 

I. Because, although the ostensible charge assigned for his dismissal was for havino- 
unjustly claimed as travellingexpenr.es the sum of 5 s. 6 cl., which sum he is prepared 
to prove he had duly expended in the service of the Board, and in strict accordance 
with the published rules of the Board, and to which he was and is justly entitled, yet 
another charge was made against him, which he was afforded no opportunity of dis- 
proving, viz., that of “ having supported the unjust claim by grave misstatements 
and contradictions” (see letter of dismissal). 

H. My client contends that no honourable body of gentlemen would do so grievous 
a wrong as summarily to dismiss an officer of nearly 25 years’ admittedly faithful and 
efficient service on so paltry a charge, without at least giving him the fullest oppor- 
tunity of disproving it, unless they bad been prejudiced against him by misrepre- 
sentations of facts; and this he contends has been done in his case. 

III. He maintains he has been prevented from coming before the Board, or a Com- 
mittee of the Board, to vindicate his character ; to explain the facts of his case ; and 
rebut these misrepresentations, by the hostility of certain paid officials of the Board, 
which hostility he claims to have exposed in a pamphlet he has had published, and a 
copy of which I forwarded to your office to be laid before the Board of National 
Education, but which, through the continuance of that hostility of which he com- 
plains, my client fears has never been allowed to come under the notice of your 
Board. 

IV. My client claims to have proved in the pamphlet referred to, by sworn 
testimony, and by the unassailable evidence of dates, and by official records, that the 
allegations made against him behind his back, and of which he has been kept in 
iguorance for seven years, and consequently was not in a position to refute, are abso- 
lutely unfounded in fact, and were calculated to, and did, prejudice his case with the 
Board, which accordingly by a majority, and without hearing him, decided that they 
were “ satisfied ” as to the accuracy of the accusations made against him. 

V. And, finally, my client claims that the fact that such men as Sir Michael 
Morris, Judge Lawson, and the Provost of Trinity College, Dublin, voted not merely 
for a fresh inquiry into his case, but supported the resolution proposed for his imme- 
diate and unconditional restoration, clearly shows that weighty judicial opinion and 
divided action on the Board goes far to prove at least the possibility of his innocence 
of the charges made against him, and therefore the justice and necessity for a strict 
inquiry into his case. 

I have formally to request that you will be good enough to submit this letter to your 
Board at their next meeting. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretaries, Matthew J. White. 

Office of Education, M arlborough-street. 



I 



(1062—86 c.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, 1 June 1886. 

beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of yesterday’s date. 



M. J. While, Esq., 

2, Foster-place, Dublin. 



I am, &c. 

John E. Sheridan, 

Secretary. 



I 
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PAPERS RELATING TO THE CASE OF MR. FITZGERALD. 



Extract from Minutes of Board of the 8th June 1886. 



Commissioner’s present : 



Hon. Mr. Justice O’Hagan. 

J. W. Murland, Esq., A.M. 

The Rev. the Provost of Trinity Col- 
lege. 



W. H. Newell, Esq., C.B., j.p. 

Right Hon. Sir Patrick J. Keenan, 
k.c.m.g., C.B., Resident Commis- 
sioner. 



Submitted letter (1062—86 c) from Mr. M. J. White, Solicitor, 2, Foster-place, Dublin, 
demanding a re-opening of the case of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, formerly Inspector of Na- 
tional Schools. 



Secretary reads the Board’s Order of the 11th May 1886 in reference to Mr. White’s 
previous letter, dated 7th May 1886. 

Secretary also submits a letter (1084 — 86 c) of the 4th instant from the Under Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant, transmitting copy of an Order of The House of Commons, 
dated 31st May 1886: “ That there be laid before this House a copy of all Papers and 
“ Minutes of the Board connected with the Dismissal of Mr. J. G. Fitzgerald, formerly 
“ District Inspector of National Schools, with the Names of the Commissioners present on 
<c each occasion when the case was under consideration.” 



Ordered, as follows : — 

1. That Mr. White be referred again to the Order of the Board, dated the 26th 
January 1886, a copy of which accompanied the Commissioners’ reply to Mr. White’s 
former letter of the 7th ultimo. 

2. That copies of all the documents and minutes in this case be furnished, in 
obedience to the Order of The House of Commons. ' 



(1062— 86c.) 

Office of National Education, Dublin, 
Sir, 10 June 1886. 

Having submitted to the Commissioners of National Education, at their meeting^ on 
the 8th instant, your letter of the 31st ultimo, demanding, on behalf of Mr. J. G. Fitz- 
gerald, a re-opening of his case, I have been directed to refer you again to the Board’s 
Order of the 26th January 1886, a copy of which accompanied the Commissioners’ reply 
to your previous letter dated the 7th ultimo. 

I am, &c. 

M. J. White, Esq., Solicitor, John E. Sheridan, 

2, Foster-place, Dublin. Secretary. 
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MR. J. G. FITZGERALD (DISMISSAL OF). 



COPY of all Papers and Minutes of the Board 
connected with the Dismissal of Mr. J, Q 
Fitzgerald, formerly District Inspector of 
National Schools, with the Names of 
missioners present on each occasion when the 
Case was under consideration. 



(Mr. Mitchell Henry.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed 

34 September 1886. 



LONDON: 

PRINTED BY HENRY HANSARD AND SON, 
PRINTERS TO THE HOUSE OP COMMONS. 



To be purchased, either directly or through anj 
of the following Agents, viz., 

’* " — ‘ " -Ten-street, W.C., an 



Messrs. Hansard, 13, Grei 



Messrs. EYRE and SFOTtiswoode. East Harding-stre’ct, Fleet-street, and 
Sale Office, House of Lords ; 

Messrs. Adam and Charles Black, of Edinburgh : 

Messrs. Alexander Tiiom & CO.,-or Messrs. Hodges, Figgis, & Co., 



33-Sess. 2. [/>„■« i, dJ Undcr 6 w 

H.— 13. 12. 8fi. 
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